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Presidential  Documents 

Title  3 — The  President 

PROCLAMATION  4141 

White  Cane  Safety  Day,  1972 

By  the  President  of  the  United  States  of  America 

A  Proclamation 

For  the  more  than  one  million  Americans  with  severe  visual  disability, 
mobility  is  one  of  life’s  most  basic  and  pressing  problems.  Even  moving 
about  in  a  familiar  room  is  a  complex  task  for  someone  who  cannot  see. 
How  much  greater  is  the  job  of  navigating  unfamiliar  and  hazardous 
city  streets. 

Although  there  are  a  number  of  aids  which  sightless  people  can  use 
to  help  them  move  about,  none  is  so  simple,  yet  so  helpful,  as  the  white 
cane.  It  enables  a  sightless  person  to  move  about  easily,  skillfully,  and, 
most  important,  independently. 

Not  only  does  the  white  cane  liberate  the  body,  it  strengthens  the 
.spirit  of  its  user,  instilling  confidence  and  self-respect.  It  transforms 
blindness  from  a  tragedy  to  a  handicap  which  can  be  overcome.  By 
permitting  mobility,  the  white  cane  may  enable  a  blind  person  to  hold 
a  steady  job  without  depending  on  others  for  transportation.  It  allows 
him  to  shop,  to  enjoy  leisure  time,  and  to  visit  with  neighl)ors  and  friends. 

The  white  cane  user  wants  neither  charity  nor  pity  from  the  rest  of  us. 
He  does  expect  a  safe  passage  as  he  walks  down  and  across  the  street. 
And  he  deserves  understanding,  cooperation,  and  courtesy,  particularly 
from  motor  vehicle  drivers  and  bicycle  riders.  Taking  an  extra  moment 
to  yield  the  right-of-way  to  a  pedestrian  with  a  white  cane  may  cost  the 
driver  a  second  or  two,  but  failing  to  do  so  could  cost  a  sightless  walker 
his  life.  We  all  must  leam  to  recognize  the  white  cane  and  take  the 
necessary  action  to  a.ssure  the  safety  of  its  user. 

To  make  all  Americans  more  fully  aware  of  the  significance  of  the 
white  cane  and  the  need  for  extra  care  and  courtesy  when  approaching 
its  user,  the  Congress,  by  a  joint  resolution  approved  October  6,  1964 
(78  Stat.  1003),  has  authorized  the  President  to  proclaim  October  15 
of  each  year  as  White  Cane  Safety  Day. 
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THE  PRESIDENT 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  I,  RICHARD  NIXON,  President  of  the 
United  States  of  America,  do  hereby  proclaim  October  15,  1972,  as 
White  Cane  Safety  Day. 

I  urge  all  Americans  to  mark  this  occasion  by  greater  consideration 
for  the  special  needs  of  the  visually  handicapped,  and  particularly  by 
learning  to  heed  the  white  cane  in  order  that  our  traffic-filled  streets  may 
become  safer  for  all,  sighted  and  sightless  alike. 

IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF,  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  this 
thirtieth  day  of  June,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  nineteen  hundred  seventy- 
two,  and  of  the  Independence  of  the  United  States  of  America  the  one 
hundred  ninety-sixth. 


[FR  Doc.72-10321  Filed  6-30-72;  3: 10  pm] 
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Rules  and  Regulations 


Title  7— AGRICULTURE 

Chapter  IV — Federal  Crop  Insurance 

Corporation,  Department  of  Agri> 

culture 

[Amdt.  6] 

PART  406 — CALIFORNIA  ORANGE 
CROP  INSURANCE 

Subpart — Regulations  for  the  1963 
and  Succeeding  Crop  Years 

California  Oranges 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  contained  in 
the  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Act,  as 
amended,  the  above-identified  reg^a- 
tions  are  amended  effective  beginning 
with  the  1972  crop  year  in  the  following 
respect: 

Subsection  14(b)  of  the  Application 
and  Policy  shown  in  §  406.6  is  amended 
effective  beginning  with  the  1972  crop 
year  to  read  as  follows : 

§  406.6  The  application  and  the  policy. 
•  •  •  •  • 

14.  Amount  of  loss  and  proof  of  loss.  •  •  • 

(b)  Losses  shall  be  adjusted  separately  for 
each  unit.  The  amount  of  loss  with  respect  to 
any  unit  shall  be  determined  by  (1)  multi¬ 
plying  the  insured  acreage  of  oranges  on  the 
unit  by  the  applicable  amount  of  insurance 
per  acre,  (2)  multiplying  the  result  thus  ob¬ 
taining  by  the  average  percent  of  damage 
(determined  in  accordance  with  subsection 
(e)  of  this  section)  in  excess  of  10  percent, 
and  (3)  multiplying  the  result  by  the  in¬ 
sured  interest. 

(Secs.  506,  516,  52  Stat.  73.  as  amended,  77, 
as  amended;  7  U.S.C.  1506, 1516) 

Since  the  foregoing  amendment  merely 
abrogates  Amendment  No.  5  which  was 
not  put  into  effect  in  view  of  the  wage- 
price  freeze  controls  instituted  by  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  11615  of  August  15,  1971  (36 
F.R.  15727),  and  since  the  foregoing 
amendment  constitutes  an  action  favor¬ 
able  to  the  insured,  the  Board  of  Directors 
found  that  it  would  be  imnecessary  to 
follow  the  procedure  for  notice  and  pub¬ 
lic  participation  prescribed  by  5  U.S.C. 
553  (b)  and  (c) ,  as  directed  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Agriculture  in  a  Statement  of 
Policy,  executed  July  20,  1971  (36  F.R. 
13804),  prior  to  its  adoption.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  said  amendment  was  adopted  by 
the  Board  of  Directors  on  June  19,  1972. 

[sealI  Lloyd  E.  Jones, 

Secretary,  Federal  Crop 
Insurance  Corporation. 

Approved  on  June  29, 1972. 

Earl  L.  Butz, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.72-10213  Filed  7-3-72;8:51  am] 


Chapter  XVIII— -Farmers  Home  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture 

SUBCHAPTER  F— SECURITY  SERVICING  AND 
LIQUIDATION 

[FHA  Instruction  465.1  ] 

PART  1872— REAL  ESTATE  SECURITY 

Subpart  A — Servicing  and  Liquidation 
of  Real  Estate  Security 

Increase  in  Interest  Rates  on  Certain 
Loans 

Section  1872.16(d)(2)  of  Subpart  A 
of  Part  1872,  Title  7,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  (35  F.R.  8803),  is  amended 
to  reflect  an  increase  In  the  interest 
rates  on  the  loans  assumed  by  ineligible 
applicants  and  balance  owed  on  inven¬ 
tory  real  estate  sold  on  a  time  basis 
to  inellgibles  so  that  such  rates  will  be 
more  nearly  in  line  with  present  interest 
charges.  As  amended,  the  revised  sub- 
paragraph  (a)  will  read  as  follows: 

§  1872.16  Transfer  of  real  estate  secu¬ 
rity. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(d)  Transfer  of  direct  and  insured 
loans  to  ineliffible  transferees.  •  •  • 

(2)  nie  balance  of  the  FHA  debt  as¬ 
sumed  is  scheduled  for  repayment’  in  not 
to  exceed  five  equal  annual  installments 
with  interest  to  the  borrower  at  the  rate 
of  7  percent  for  RH,  OL,  EM,  FO,  and 
SW  loans  and  6  percent  for  EO  loans  or 
at  the  rate  specified  in  the  note(s)  evi¬ 
dencing  the  loan(s)  being  assumed, 
whichever  is  the  greater.  For  RH  loans 
made  to  above-moderate  income  bor¬ 
rowers,  the  rate  specified  in  the  note  will 
be  Interpreted  to  be  the  sum  of  the  in¬ 
terest  plus  the  mortgage  insurance 
charge,  if  a  mortgage  insurance  charge 
was  made.  If,  however,  the  transferee  in 
the  case  of  an  RRH  or  LH  loan  is  unable 
to  pay  the  accoimt  in  five  equal  install¬ 
ments,  but  is  clearly  able  to  pay  the  ac¬ 
count  in  full  during  the  5-year  period, 
or  will  be  able  to  refinance  any  balance 
with  another  lender  during  this  period, 
such  pajmient  may  be  in  unequal 
amoimts.  The  transferee  must  make  a 
significant  reduction  in  the  principal 
amount  each  year.  In  such  cases,  the 
transfer  docket  and  a  complete  Justifica¬ 
tion  will  be  submitted  to  the  National 
OfiBce  for  prior  consent  before  the  trans¬ 
fer  is  approved. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(Sec.  339,  75  SUt.  318,  7  UJ3.C.  1989;  sec.  510, 
63  Stat.  437,  42  UA.C.  1480;  sec.  4,  64  Stot. 
100,  40  UA.C.  442;  sec.  602,  78  Stat.  528,  42 
UA.C.  2942;  sec.  301,  80  Stat.  379,  5  UA.C. 
301;  Order  of  Act.  Sec.  of  Agr.,  36  FJL.  21529; 
Order  of  Asst.  Sec.  of  Agr.  for  Rural  Develop¬ 


ment  and  Conservation,  36  F.R.  21529;  Order 
of  Dir.,  OEO,  29  FJl.  14764) 

Dated:  June  22, 1972. 

Joseph  Haspray, 
Deputy  Administrator. 
Farmers  Home  Administration. 
[FR  Doc.72-10160  FUed  7-3-72:8:45  am] 


[FHA  Instruction  465.2] 

PART  1872— REAL  ESTATE  SECURITY 

Subpart  C — Management  and  Sale  of 

Acquired  Farm  and  Nonfarm  Real 

Estate 

Increase  in  Interest  Rates  on 
Certain  Loans 

Section  1872.66(a)  of  Part  1872,  Sub¬ 
part  C,  Title  7,  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions  (32  FJl.  8290),  is  amended  to  re- 
fiect  an  Increase  in  the  interest  rates  on 
the  loans  assumed  by  ineligible  appli¬ 
cants  and  balance  owed  on  inventory  real 
estate  sold  on  a  time  basis  to  inellgibles 
so  that  such  rates  will  be  mo'^e  nearly  in 
line  with  present  Interest  charges.  As 
amended,  the  revised  paragraph  reads  as 
follows: 

§  1872.66  Sale  of  surplus  property. 

(a)  Plan  of  sale.  The  State  Director 
will  consider,  among  other  things,  exist¬ 
ing  appraisal  Information  on  the  prop¬ 
erty  and,  if  a  recent  appraisal  report 
showing  the  present  market  value  of  the 
property  is  not  available,  he  will  obtain 
from  an  employee  authorized  to  appraise 
real  estate  a  new  appraisal  report  show¬ 
ing  such  value  as  an  aid  in  determining 
whether  an  offer  represents  the  best  price 
obtainable.  The  property  will  be  offered 
for  sale  for  cash  or  on  terms  of  20  per¬ 
cent  cash  and  not  to  exceed  5  years  for 
payment  of  the  balance  of  the  purchase 
price  with  interest  on  the  unpaid  prin¬ 
cipal  balance  at  the  rate  of  7  percent  for 
RH.  OL,  EM,  FO.  and  SW  loans,  unri  g 
percent  for  EO  loans.  If  an  EO  and 
another  type  loan  is  involved  the  inter¬ 
est  rate  will  be  7  percent.  The  balance 
of  the  purchase  price  will  be  secured  by 
a  mortgage  on  the  property.  Also,  the 
property  may  be  offered  for  sale  as  a 
whole  or  in  such  parcels  or  portions  as 
the  State  Director  determines  will  aid 
in  an  expeditious  sale  and  bring  the  best 
price  obtainable  for  the  entire  property. 
This  would  permit  subdivision  of  the 
land  or  separate  sales  of  portions  of  the 
property,  such  as  timber,  growing  crops, 
buildings,  and  similar  items,  if  it  is  be¬ 
lieved  that  a  better  price  for  the  entire 
property  can  be  obtained  by  a  sale  in  this 
manner. 

•  •  •  *  • 

(Sec.  339,  75  SUt.  318,  7  U.S.C.  1989;  sec.  510, 
63  SUt.  437, 42  VJ3.C.  1480;  sec.  4, 64  SUt.  100, 
40  UA.C.  442;  sec.  602,  78  SUt.  528,  42  U.S.C. 
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2942;  sec.  301,  80  Stat  370,  6  U.8.C.  301;  Order 
of  Act.  Sec.  of  Agr.,  36  FH.  21620;  Order 
Asst.  Sec.  of  Agr.  fw  Riiral  Development  and 
Conservation,  36  FJt.  21529;  Order  of  Dlr„ 
OEO,  29  FJt.  14764) 

Dated:  June  22, 1972. 

Joseph  Hasprat, 

Deputy  Administrator, 
Farmers  Home  Administration. 
[FB  Doc.72-10161  Filed  7-3-72;8:46  am] 

Title  9— ANIMALS  AND 
ANIMAL  PRODUCTS 

Chapter  I — Animal  and  Plant  Health 
Inspection  Service,  Department  of 
Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER  C— INTERSTATE  TRANSPORTATION 
OF  ANIMALS  (INCLUDING  POULTRY)  AND 
ANIMAL  PRODUCTS 

[Doclcet  No.  72-531] 

PART  76 — HOG  CHOLERA  AND 

OTHER  COMMUNICABLE  SWINE 
DISEASES 

Areas  Quarantined 

Pursuant  to  provisions  of  the  Act  of 
May  29,  1884,  as  amended,  the  Act  of 
February  2,  1903,  as  amended,  the  Act 
of  March  3,  1905,  as  amended,  the  Act 
of  Sept^ber  6,  1961,  and  the  Act  of 
July  2,  1962  (21  U.S.C.  111-113,  114g, 
115,  117,  120,  121,  123-126,  134b,  134f), 
Part  76,  Title  9,  Code  of  Federal  Regu¬ 
lations,  restricting  the  interstate  move¬ 
ment  of  swine  and  certain  products 
because  of  hog  cholera  and  other  com¬ 
municable  swine  diseases,  is  hereby 
amended  in  the  following  respects : 

In  $  76.2,  paragraph  (e)  (1)  relating  to 
the  State  of  Texas  is  amended  to  read: 

(1)  Texas,  (i)  That  portion  of  the 
State  of  Texas  comprised  of  all  of  Cam¬ 
eron,  Dawson,  Harris,  Hidalgo,  Jim 
Wells,  Moore,  Nueces,  Starr,  Terry,  Webb, 
and  Willacy  Counties. 

(ii)  That  portion  of  Bexar  County 
boimded  by  a  line  beginning  at  the  junc¬ 
tion  of  the  Bexar-Atascosa  County  line 
and  Old  Pearsall  Road;  thence,  following 
Old  Pearsall  Road  in  a  northeasterly  di¬ 
rection  to  Interstate  Highway  410,  State 
Highway  16;  thence,  following  Interstate 
Highway  410,  State  Highway  16,  in  a 
southeasterly,  then  northeasterly  direc¬ 
tion  to  State  Highway  422;  thence,  fol¬ 
lowing  State  Highway  16  in  a  southwest¬ 
erly  direction  to  the  Bexar-Atascosa 
County  line;  thence,  following  the  Bexar- 
Atascosa  County  line  in  a  northwesterly 
dirction  to  its  junction  with  Old  Pear¬ 
sall  Road. 

(Secs.  4-7,  23  Stat.  32,  as  amended;  secs.  1 
and  2,  32  Stat.  791-792,  as  amended;  secs. 
1-4,  33  Stat.  1264,  1265,  as  amended;  sec.  1, 
75  Stat.  481;  secs.  3  and  11,  76  Stat.  130, 
132;  21  UA.C.  111-113,  114g,  116,  117.  120, 
121,  123-126,  134b,  134f;  29  F.R.  16210,  as 
amended;  37  F.R.  6327,  6505) 

Effective  date.  The  foregoing  amend¬ 
ment  shall  become  effective  upion  Issu¬ 
ance. 


The  amendment  quarantines  all  of 
Terry  Ckiunty  and  a  portion  of  Bexar 
County  in  Texas  because  of  the  existence 
of  hog  cholera.  ITiis  action  is  deemed 
necessary  to  prevent  further  spread  of 
the  disease.  The  restrictions  pertaining  to 
the  interstate  movement  of  swine  and 
swine  products  from  or  through  quar- 
antined  areas  as  contained  in  9  (TFR 
Part  76,  as  amended,  will  apply  to  the 
quarantined  areas. 

The  amendment  imposes  certain  fur¬ 
ther  restrictions  necessary  to  prevent  the 
interstate  spread  of  hog  cholera,  and 
must  be  made  effective  immediately  to 
accomplish  its  purpose  in  the  public  in¬ 
terest.  It  does  not  appear  that  public 
participation  in  this  rule  making  pro¬ 
ceeding  would  make  additional  relevant 
information  available  to  the  Department. 

Accordingly,  under  the  administrative 
procedure  provisions  in  5  U.S.C.  553,  it 
is  foimd  upon  good  cause  that  notice  and 
other  public  procedure  with  respect  to  the 
amendment  are  impracticable,  unneces¬ 
sary  and  contrary  to  the  public  interest, 
and  good  cause  is  found  for  making  it 
effective  less  than  30  days  after  publica¬ 
tion  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  28th 
day  of  Jime  1972. 

Q.  H.  Wise, 

Acting  Administrator,  Animal  and 
Plant  Health  Inspection  Service. 

IPR  Doc.72-10210  FUed  7-3-72;8:50  am] 

Title  ID— ATDMIC  ENERGY 

Chapter  I — Atomic  Energy 
Commission 

PART  11— ENVIRONMENTAL 
STATEMENTS— OPERATIONS 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Manager  of  the  U.S.  Atomic  Energy 
Commission  (AEC)  has  adopted  the  fol¬ 
lowing  policies  and  procedures  in  im¬ 
plementation  of  section  102(2)  (c)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969  (Public  Law  91-190).  The  proce¬ 
dures  are  effective  as  of  June  28,  1972. 

Written  comments  on  the  procedures 
will  be  received  by  the  Secretary,  U.S. 
Atomic  Energy  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20545,  for  a  period  of  60  days 
after  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

The  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  of  1969  (NEPA),  implemented  by 
Executive  Order  11514  (E.O.  11514) 
dated  March  5,  1970  (35  F.R.  4247),  and 
the  Guidelines  of  the  Council  on  Envi¬ 
ronmental  Quality  (CEQ)  of  April  23, 
1971  (Guidelines)  (36  F.R.  7724)  re¬ 
quires  that  all  agencies  of  the  Federal 
Government  prepare  detailed  environ¬ 
mental  statements  on  proposals  for  legis¬ 
lation  and  other  major  Federal  actions 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment.  In  addition,  section 
309  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  (CAA),  as 
amended,  provides  that  the  Administra¬ 
tor  of  the  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA)  shall  review  and  comment 
on  any  matter  relating  to  EPA’s  authori¬ 
ty  contained  in  such  proposed  legisla¬ 


tion  or  other  major  Federal  action.  The 
OfiQce  of  Management  and  Budget 
(OMB)  Bulletin  No.  72-6  of  Septem¬ 
ber  14,  1971,  and  OMB  Circular  No. 
A-95  (Revised)  of  February  9,  1971,  pro¬ 
vide  guidance  in  connection  with  the 
evaluation,  review,  and  coordination  of 
Federal  projects  and  activities. 

The  revised  policies  and  procedures 
involve  the  discharge  of  AEC  operational 
responsibilities  with  respect  to  NEPA, 
E.O.  11514,  section  309  of  the  CAA,  as 
amended,  OMB  Bulletin  No.  72-6,  Part 
n.2.a.(3)  of  OMB  CTircular  No.  A-95,  and 
the  CEQ  Guidelines.  These  policies  and 
procedures  are  applicable  to  all  units  and 
organizations  reporting  to  or  through 
the  General  Manager.  They  replace  the 
interim  procedures  which  were  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
July  16,  1971  (36  F.R.  13233). 

Subpart  A — Genaral 

Sec. 

11.1  Purpose  and  policy. 

11.3  Applicability. 

11.5  Criteria  for  considering  a  potential 
significant  effect  on  the  quality  of 
the  human  environment. 

11.7  Definitions. 

Subparl  B— Procedures 

11.21  Preparation  of  environmental  assess¬ 
ments. 

11.23  Submission  of  environmental  assess¬ 
ments. 

11.25  Review  of  environmental  assessments. 
11.27  Preparation  of  draft  environmental 
statements. 

11.29  Internal  review  of  draft  environmen¬ 
tal  statements. 

11.31  External  review  of  draft  environmen¬ 
tal  statements. 

11.33  Public  hearings. 

11.35  Preparation  of  final  environmental 
statements. 

11.37  Internal  review  of  final  environmen¬ 
tal  statements. 

11.39  AvallabUlty  of  final  environmental 
statements. 

11.41  Timing  for  AEC  actions. 

Subpart  C — General  Guidance  for  Content  of 
Environmental  Statements 
11.61  Cover  sheet. 

11.63  Summary  sheet. 

11.55  Body  of  statement. 

Atjthoritt:  The  provisions  of  this  Part  11 
issued  under  sec.  161,  68  Stat.  919, 42  U.S.C.A. 
2201;  sec.  102,  83  Stat.  853,  33  U.S.C.A.  4332. 

Subpart  A — General 
§11.1  Purpose  and  policy. 

(a)  The  National  Environmental  Pol¬ 
icy  Act  of  1969  (NEPA) ,  implemented  by 
Executive  Order  11514  (E.O.  11514) 
dated  March  5.  1970  (35  F.R.  4247),  and 
the  Guidelines  of  the  Council  on  En¬ 
vironmental  Quality  (CEQ)  of  April  23, 
1971  (Guidelines)  (36  F.R.  7724)  re¬ 
quire  that  all  agencies  of  the  Federal 
Government  prepare  detailed  environ¬ 
mental  statements  on  proposals  for  leg¬ 
islation  and  other  major  Federal  actions 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment.  The  objective  of 
NEPA  is  to  build  into  the  Federal  agency 
decisionmaking  process  an  appropriate 
and  careful  consideration  of  environ¬ 
mental  aspects  of  proposed  actions.  In 
addition,  section  309  of  the  Clean  Air 
Act  (CAA),  as  amended,  provides  that 
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the  Administrator  of  the  Environmen¬ 
tal  Protection  Agency  (EPA)  shall  re¬ 
view  and  comment  on  any  matter  relat¬ 
ing  to  EPA’s  authority  contained  in  such 
proposed  legislation  or  other  major  Fed¬ 
eral  acti(m.  OMB  Bulletin  No.  72-6  of 
September  14,  1971,  and  OMB  Circular 
No.  A-95  (Revised)  of  February  9,  1971, 
provide  guidance  in  connection  with  the 
evaluation,  review,  and  coordination  of 
Federal  projects  and  swjtivities. 

(b)  Tlds  part  establishes  policy  and 
procedure  for  discharging  Atomic  En¬ 
ergy  Commission  operational  responsi¬ 
bilities  with  respect  to  NEPA,  E.O.  11514, 
section  309  of  the  CAA,  OMB  Bulletin 
No.  72-6,  OMB  Circular  No.  A-95  (Re¬ 
vised)  and  the  CEQ  Guidelines,  as  they 
may  be  amended  from  time  to  time.  This 
part  is  intended  to  provide  guidance 
for: 

(1)  Identifying  those  AEC  actions  re¬ 
quiring  environmental  statements,  the 
appropriate  time  prior  to  decision  for  re¬ 
quisite  Federal,  State,  and  local  consul- 
tetion,  and  the  agency  review  process  for 
which  environmental  statements  are  to 
be  available; 

(2)  Obtaining  information  to  allow 
the  potential  environmental  impact  of 
budget  decisions  and  proposed  policy  de¬ 
terminations,  procedures,  regulations, 
and  legislation  to  receive  full  considera¬ 
tion; 

(3)  Obtaining  information  and  inter¬ 
nal  AEC  review  required  for  the  prep¬ 
aration  of  environmental  statements; 

(4)  Designating  the  officials  who  are 
to  be  responsible  for  preparation,  review, 
and  execution  of  the  environmental 
statements; 

(5)  Taking  into  accoimt  the  comments 
of  appropriate  Federal,  State,  and  local 
agencies  and  the  public,  including  ob¬ 
taining  the  comment  of  EPA  when  re¬ 
quired  imder  section  309  of  the  Clean 
Air  Act,  as  amended,  and  the  CEQ 
Guidelines;  and 

(6)  Meeting  requirements  for  provid¬ 
ing  timely  public  information  on  pro¬ 
posals  for  legislation  and  for  other  ma¬ 
jor  actions  signficantly  affecting  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment.  In¬ 
cluding  procedures  responsive  to  the 
CEQ  Guidelines. 

§  11.3  Applicability. 

(a)  This  part  applies  to  all  units  and 
organizations  of  the  AEC  reporting  to  or 
through  the  General  Manager  (GM)  of 
the  AEC. 

(b)  This  part  applies  to  AEC  opera¬ 
tional  actions  and  legislative  proposals 
sponsored  by  the  General  Manager  in¬ 
cluding  those  actions  and  proposals  spon¬ 
sored  jointly  with  another  agency.  In 
this  latter  connection,  if  an  environ¬ 
mental  statement  is  to  be  prepared,  the 
agencies  Involved  should  determine  as 
early  as  possible  their  respective  respon¬ 
sibilities  in  statement  preparation  and 
processing.  Including  designation  of  a 
single  agency  to  assume  leadership  re¬ 
sponsibilities  where  appropriate. 

(c)  This  part  applies  to  major  incre¬ 
mental  actions  proposed  after  the  pro¬ 
mulgation  of  this  part  in  connection 
with  AEC  operational  actions  taken  prior 


to  promulgation  where  alternatives  to 
the  effort  are  reasonably  available. 

§  11.5  Criteria  for  considering  a  poten¬ 
tial  siitnificant  effect  on  the  quality 
of  the  human  environment. 

(a)  General  criteria.  (1)  The  CEQ 
Guidelines  provide  that  the  statutory 
claase  "  ‘major  Federal  actions  signifi¬ 
cantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the  human 
enviro-iment’  is  to  be  construed  •  •  • 
with  a  view  to  the  overall,  cumulative 
impact  of  the  action  proposed  (and  of 
furtSicr  actions  contemplated).  Such  ac¬ 
tions  may  be  legalized  in  their  Impact, 
but  if  there  is  potential  that  the  environ¬ 
ment  may  be  significantly  affected,  the 
statement  is  to  be  prepared.  ‘Proposed 
actioris,  the  environmental  impact  of 
which  is  likely  to  be  highly  controversial, 
should  be  covered  in  all  cases’.” 

(2)  The  CEQ  Guidelines  also  provide 
that: 

a.  significant  adverse  effects  on  the  qual¬ 
ity  of  the  hiunan  envlroiunent  Include  both 
those  that  directly  affect  (the  health,  safety, 
CM*  well-being)  of  hiunan  beings  and  those 
that  Indirectly  affect  human  beings  through 
adverse  effects  on  the  environment. 

b.  Significant  effects  can  •  •  •  Include 
actions  which  may  have  both  beneficial  and 
adverse  effects,  even  if,  on  balance,  the 
agency  believes  that  the  effect  wUl  be 
beneficial. 

c.  Significant  adverse  effects  include  those 
that  degrade  the  quaUty  of  the  environment, 
curtaU  the  range  of  beneficial  uses  of  the 
environment,  and  serve  short  term  to  the 
disadvantage  of  long  term,  environmental 
goals. 

(b)  Specific  criteria.  For  AEC  actions 
which  involve  the  following,  an  environ¬ 
mental  statement  shall  be  prepared  and 
made  available  as  a  matter  of  agency 
policy: 

(1)  New  AEC-owned‘  power  and  pro¬ 
duction  reactors. 

(2)  New  AEC-owned*  facilities  for 
high-level  nuclear  waste  storage. 

(3)  New  AEC-owned  *  facilities  for  the 
reprocessing  of  spient  nuclear  fuel 
elements. 

(4)  Nuclear  explosion  tests  conducted 
by  AEC  at  the  Nevada  Test  Site  (includ¬ 
ing  on-site  Plowshare  nuclear  explosion 
experiments) ,  in  connection  with  which 
statements  will  be  pr^ared  biennially 
covering  all  tests.  Individual  statements 
will  be  prepared  on  nuclear  tests  of  over 
1  megaton. 

(5)  Nuclear  explosion  tests  conducted 
by  AEC  off  the  Nevada  Test  Site.  One 
statement  may  cover  Plowshare  experi¬ 
ments  or  Plowshare  demonstration  tests 
involving  several  nuclear  explosions  in 
the  same  general  area  and  time  frame. 

§  11.7  Definitions. 

(a)  ‘‘Environmental  assessment”  is 
an  internal  evaluation  process  to  assiu'e 
that  environmental  values  are  con¬ 
sidered  as  early  as  possible  in  the 
decisionmaking  process  and  to  deter¬ 
mine  whether  a  proposed  AEC  action 
is  expected  to  have  a  significant  impact 
on  the  environment  and  therefore  re- 


>  Owned  by  the  United  States  with  custody 
in  the  U.S.  Atomic  Energy  Ckmunission. 


quires  the  preparation  of  an  environ¬ 
mental  statement.  The  environmental 
assessment  should  culminate  in  a  brief 
written  report  of  the  same  title  which 
should:  (1)  Describe  the  proposed  AEC 
action.  Including  its  anticipated  bene¬ 
fits;  (2)  evaluate  the  potaitial  environ¬ 
mental  Impact,  Including  those  adverse 
impacts  which  cannot  be  avoided 
should  the  proposal  be  implemented; 

(3)  assess  the  alternatives  to  the  pro¬ 
posed  action  and  their  potential  environ¬ 
mental  impact;  (4)  evaluate  the  ciunu- 
lative  and  long-term  environmental 
effects  of  the  proposed  action;  (5)  de¬ 
scribe  the  irreversible  and  irretrievable 
commitments  of  resources  involved  in 
its  implementation;  (6)  identify  any 
known  or  potential  conflicts  with  State, 
regional,  or  local  plans  and  programs; 

(7)  weigh  and  analyze  the  anticipated 
benefits  against  the  environmental  and 
other  costs  of  the  proposed  action  in 
a  manner  which  reflects  cost-benefit 
comparisons  of  reasonably  available 
alternatives;  and  (8)  recommend 
whether  an  environmental  statement 
should  be  prepared. 

(b)  ‘‘Draft  environmental  state¬ 
ment”  is  a  preliminary  statement  on 
the  environmental  impact  of  a  proposed 
action  which  is  circulated  for  review 
within  and  outside  AEC. 

(c)  ‘‘Environmental  statement”  or 
‘‘final  envlrraimental  statement”  Is  a  de¬ 
tailed  statement  which  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  102(2)  (C)  of  NEPA.  identifies  and 
analyzes  the  anticipated  environmental 
impact  of  a  proposed  AEC  action. 

(d)  ‘‘Summary  sheet”  is  a  brief  siun- 
mary  of  the  most  significant  aspects  of 
an  environmental  statement.  It  is  pre¬ 
pared  In  accordance  with  Appendix  I  of 
the  CEQ  guidelines  and  should  accom¬ 
pany  each  draft  and  final  environmental 
statement. 

Subpart  B— Procedures 

§  11.21  Preparation  of  environmental 
assessments. 

(a)  Field  Office  Managers  and  Head¬ 
quarters  Division  Directors  are  respon¬ 
sible  for  the  preparation  of  an  environ¬ 
mental  assessment  of  all  proposed  line 
items,  major  General  Plant  Projects 
(GPP),  major  equipment  items  and 
other  propo^  major  activities  in  con¬ 
nection  with  their  budget  submission 
and  of  all  other  proposed  new  projects 
or  activities  under  their  respective  ju¬ 
risdictions  where  the  item,  project,  or 
activity  has  been  cemsidered  by  the  Field 
Office  Manager  or  Headquarters  Divi¬ 
sion  Director,  as  appropriate,  to  have  a 
potential  effect  on  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment.  Where  it  is  con¬ 
cluded  that  the  item,  project,  or  ac¬ 
tivity  will  have  no  potential  environ¬ 
mental  effect,  a  brief  statement 
refiecting  this  conclusion  shall  be  trans¬ 
mitted  to  the  Director,  Headquarters. 
Division  of  Environmental  Affairs  (EA) . 

(b)  Headquarters  Division  Directors 
are  responsible  for  the  review  of  their 
respective  programs  and  for  the  prep¬ 
aration  of  an  environmental  assess¬ 
ment  of  proposed  major  Incremental 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  37.  NO.  129— TUESDAY,  JULY  4,  1972 


13162 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


changes  In  continuing  projects  or  activi¬ 
ties  and  of  proposed  major  policy  deter¬ 
minations,  procedures,  regulations,  or 
legislation  related  thereto  where  the  Di¬ 
rector  has  concluded  that  the  incre¬ 
mental  change,  policy  determinati«i, 
procedure,  regulation,  or  legislation  has 
a  potential  effect  on  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment. 

(c)  The  appropriate  Field  Office  Man¬ 
ager  or  Headquarters  Division  Director 
is  responsible  for  assuring  that  all  those 
assisting  in  the  preparation  of  the  en¬ 
vironmental  assessment,  including  con¬ 
tractors  and  laboratories,  as  applicable, 
are  fully  cognizant  of  their  respective 
functions. 

(d)  The  Director,  EA,  may  request  the 
appropriate  P*ield  Office  Manager  or 
Headquarters  Division  Director  to  pre¬ 
pare  an  environmental  assessment  for 
any  proposed  AEC  action. 

§  11.23  Submission  of  environmental 
assessments. 

(a)  Each  environmental  assessment 
for  which  Field  Office  Managers  are  re¬ 
sponsible  shall  be  submitted  to  the  ap¬ 
propriate  Headquarters  Division  Direc¬ 
tor  having  program  or  budgetary  re¬ 
sponsibility. 

(b)  A  copy  of  each  environmental  as¬ 
sessment,  including  those  prepared  by 
Headquarters  Division  Directors,  shall 
be  transmitted  by  the  appropriate  Head¬ 
quarters  Division  Director  to  the  Direc¬ 
tor,  EA. 

§  11.25  Review  of  environmental  assess¬ 
ments. 

(a)  With  respect  to  a  proposed  item, 
project,  or  activity  which  the  appropri¬ 
ate  He^quarters  Division  Director  de¬ 
cides  to  support  for  inclusion  in  the  AEC 
budget  and  for  which  an  environment 
assessment  has  been  prepared,  and  with 
respect  to  any  other  proposed  action  for 
which  an  environmental  assessment  has 
been  prepared,  the  Headquarters  Divi¬ 
sion  Director,  in  consultation  with  the 
Director,  EA,  and  the  Office  of  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Counsel  (OGC),  shall  review  the 
environmental  assessment  and  recom¬ 
mend  to  the  Assistant  General  Manager 
for  Environment  and  Safety  (AGMES)  * 
whether  any  such  proposed  action  has  a 
potential  significant  effect  on  the  quality 
of  the  human  environment  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  §  11.5. 

(b)  If  the  AGMES  determines  that  a 
potential  significant  effect  on  the  quality 
of  the  human  environment  is  presented 
by  a  proposed  action: 

(1)  For  each  proposed  action  involved 
in  the  budget  process,  the  Director,  EA, 
shall  forward  immediately  the  environ¬ 
mental  assessment  to  the  Budget  Re¬ 
view  Committee  (BRC),  which  shall 
transmit  the  environmental  assessment 
to  the  GM  along  with  its  recommenda¬ 
tion  on  whether  the  proposed  action 
should  be  included  in  the  AEC  budget. 
With  regard  to  projects  or  activities  so 


*The  AOMES  Is  authorized  to  delegate  to 
or  obtain  assistance  from  any  AEC  unit  or 
organization  reporting  to  or  through  the 
General  Manager  (OM)  In  carrying  out  the 
AOMES'  responsibilities  under  this  part. 


recommended  for  inclusion  and  for  such 
other  projects  as  the  GM  may  direct, 
the  Director.  ElA,  shall  consolidate  assess¬ 
ments  for  inclusion  in  the  budget  to  the 
Commission.  If  the  Commission  approves 
the  proposed  action  for  inclusion  in  the 
budget,  the  Director.  EA,  is  responsible 
for  transcribing  the  appropriate  data 
from  the  environmental  assessment  onto 
a  special  summary  statement  for  sub¬ 
mission  to  OMB  in  accordance  with 
OMB  Bulletin  72-6  and  the  appropri¬ 
ate  Headquarters  Division  Director  is 
responsible  for  the  preparation  of  a  draft 
environmental  statement  and  a  sum¬ 
mary  sheet  for  the  proposed  action  in 
accordance  with  §  11.27. 

(2)  For  proposed  actions  not  involved 
in  the  budget  process,  the  appropriate 
Headquarters  Division  Director  is  re¬ 
sponsible  for  the  preparation  of  a  draft 
environmental  statement  and  a  sum¬ 
mary  sheet. 

§  11.27  Preparation  of  draft  environ¬ 
mental  statements. 

(a)  When  a  draft  environmental  state¬ 
ment  and  summary  sheet  are  to  be 
prepared,  the  appropriate  Headquarters 
Division  Director  shall  promptly  initiate 
their  preparation  and  develop  a 
schedule  to  assure  submission  of  the 
draft  statement  and  summary  sheet  to 
the  Director,  EA,  as  expeditiously  as 
possible.  Where  the  proposed  action  is 
involved  in  the  budget  process,  the  draft 
environmental  statement  and  summary 
sheet  shall  be  submitted  to  the  Director, 
EA,  not  later  than  October  1.  The  ap¬ 
propriate  Headquarters  Division  Direc¬ 
tor  is  responsible  for  assuring  that  all 
those  assisting  in  the  preparation  of  the 
statement,  including  Field  Offices,  con¬ 
tractors,  and  laboratories,  as  applicable, 
are  fiQly  cognizant  of  their  respective 
functions. 

(b)  Draft  environmental  statements 
and  summary  sheets  shall  be  prepared 
in  accordance  with  the  guidance  of  the 
Director,  EA,  and  OGC,  and  in  conso¬ 
nance  with  the  CEQ  guidelines.  In  par¬ 
ticular,  draft  environmental  statements 
should: 

(1)  Indicate  the  underlying  studies, 
reports,  and  other  information  obtained 
and  considered  and  how  such  documents 
may  be  obtained. 

(2)  Identify  and  discuss  all  major 
points  of  view  wherever  possible. 

(3)  Indicate  either  compliance  or  non- 
compliance  with  applicable  Federal  or 
federally  approved  State  standards  of 
environmental  quality,  and,  in  the  case 
of  noncompliance,  explain  why  compli¬ 
ance  cannot  be  achieved. 

(4)  Reflect  an  independent  AEC  eval- 
ulation  of  the  environmental  quality 
aspects  of  the  proposed  action. 

§  11.29  Internal  review  of  draft  envi¬ 
ronmental  statements. 

(a)  As  soon  as  practicable  after  the 
Director,  EA,  receives  the  draft  state¬ 
ment  and  summary  sheet,  he  shall  trans¬ 
mit  a  copy  to  OGC  for  review.  EA  and 
OGC  shall  be  assisted  in  their  review 
by  an  interdisciplinary  committee, 
chaired  by  EA  and  composed  of  such 
representatives  of  Headquarters  divi¬ 


sions  and  offices  as  the  Director,  EA, 
deems  appropriate. 

(b)  Upon  completion  of  this  review, 
the  Director,  EA,  shall  prepare  a  report 
for  review  by  the  General  Manager 
which  shall: 

(1)  Set  forth  the  basis  on  which  it 
was  determined  that  a  potential  signifi¬ 
cant  environmental  effect  exists. 

(2)  Attach  the  draft  environmental 
statement  and  siunmary  sheet. 

(3)  Identify  the  Federal,  State,  and 
local  agencies  from  which  comments  on 
the  draft  environmental  statement  are 
proposed  to  be  solicited. 

(4)  Include  a  recommendation  on 
whether  a  public  hearing  on  the  pro¬ 
posed  action  should  be  held. 

(c)  The  General  Manager’s  approval 
shall  be  required  prior  to  the  issuance  of 
the  draft  environmental  statement  and 
summary  sheet. 

§  11.31  External  review  of  draft  environ¬ 
mental  statements. 

(a)  The  Director,  EA,  shall  (1)  make 
ten  (10)  copies  of  the  draft  environmen¬ 
tal  statement  and  summary  sheet  avail¬ 
able  to  the  CEQ,  (2)  inform  the  public 
of  the  availability  of  the  draft  environ¬ 
mental  statement,  and  (3)  solicit  com¬ 
ments  from  appropriate  Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  in  accordance  with 
paragraph  (b)  of  this  section. 

(b)  Procedure  for  soliciting  comments: 

(1)  Comments  of  Federal  agencies 
shall  be  solicited  by  mailing  the  draft 
environmental  statement  to  Federal 
agencies  with  special  expertise  or  juris¬ 
diction  by  law  relevant  to  the  statement. 

(2)  Comments  of  State  and  local 
agencies  shall  be  solicited  by  mailing  the 
draft  environmental  statement  directly 
to  State  and  local  agencies  with  known 
responsibilities  in  environmental  mat¬ 
ters,  and  to  the  appropriate  State,  re¬ 
gional,  and  metropolitan  clearinghouses 
unless  the  Governor  of  the  appropriate 
State  has  designated  some  other  point 
for  obtaining  this  review. 

(3)  Information  on  the  public  avail¬ 
ability  of  draft  environmental  state¬ 
ments  shall  be  provided  through  notice 
in  the  Federal  Register  and  by  arrang¬ 
ing  for  the  availability  of  the  statement 
at  appropriate  AEC  offices  and  at  appro¬ 
priate  State,  regional,  and  metropolitan 
clearinghouses  as  listed  in  the  Federal 
Register  notice.  The  Federal  Register 
notice  shall  specify  the  appropriate 
comment  period  in  accordance  with 
paragraph  (c)  of  this  section. 

(c)  Comment  period  (except  as  may 
be  modified  in  accordance  with  the  CEQ 
Guidelines) : 

(1)  Comments  on  the  draft  environ¬ 
mental  statement  from  Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  shall  be  considered 
in  the  final  environmental  statement  if 
received  by  the  Director,  EA,  within 
forty-five  (45)  calendar  days  from  the 
date  the  statement  is  mailed  or  other¬ 
wise  distributed.  The  Director,  EA,  upon 
agency  request  may  grant  extensions  for 
comment  for  a  period  not  to  exceed  fif¬ 
teen  (15)  calendar  days.  Where  no 
time  extension  has  been  requested  and 
granted,  it  shall  be  presumed  that  the 
agency  has  no  comment. 
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(2)  Comments  on  the  draft  environ¬ 
mental  statement  from  members  of 
the  public  shall  be  considered  in  the 
final  environmental  statement  if  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Director,  EA,  within  forty- 
five  (45)  calendar  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  the  notice  of  the  avail¬ 
ability  of  the  draft  statement  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

§11.33  Public  hearings. 

(a)  A  public  hearing  on  a  proposed 
action  covered  by  a  draft  environmental 
statement  shall  be  held  when  the  Com¬ 
mission  determines  that  a  public  hear¬ 
ing  would  be  appropriate  and  in  the 
public  interest. 

(b)  If  it  is  determined  as  set  forth  in 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  that  a  pub¬ 
lic  hearing  is  to  be  held,  the  Commission 
will  cause  to  be  issued  a  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register  specifying  the  type 
of  hearing  and  its  location  at  least  fifteen 
(15)  calendar  days  prior  to  the  time  of 
such  hearing. 

§  11.35  Preparation  of  final  environ¬ 
mental  statements. 

(a)  As  soon  as  practicable  after  the 
expiration  of  the  period  for  comments, 
the  appropriate  Headquarters  Division 
Director  shall  prepare  a  final  environ¬ 
mental  statement  and  summary  sheet 
taking  into  account  all  comments  re¬ 
ceived  during  the  time  period. 

(b)  The  last  section  of  the  final  en¬ 
vironmental  statement  should  summarize 
the  comments  received  and  should  de¬ 
scribe  the  disposition  of  issues  identified 
in  the  comments  as  more  fully  discussed 
in  5  11.55(c),  section  X  of  the  statement. 

(c)  The  final  environmental  state¬ 
ment  and  summary  sheet  shall  be  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  appropriate  Headquarters 
Division  Director  to  the  Director,  EA. 

§  11.37  Internal  review  of  final  environ¬ 
mental  statements. 

(a)  The  Director,  EA,  shall  transmit 
a  copy  of  the  final  environmental  state¬ 
ment  and  summary  sheet  to  OQC  for  re¬ 
view,  EA  and  CX3C  should  be  assisted  in 
their  review  by  an  interdisciplinary  com¬ 
mittee,  chaired  by  EA  and  composed  of 
such  representatives  of  Headquarters  di¬ 
visions  and  offices  as  the  Director,  EA, 
deems  appropriate. 

(b)  Upon  completion  of  this  review, 
the  Director,  EA,  shall  transmit  the  final 
environmental  statement  and  summary 
sheet  through  the  ACMES  and  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Manager  to  the  Commission  for 
approval. 

(c)  Upon  General  Manager  and  Com¬ 
mission  approval,  the  General  Manager 
shall  sign  the  final  environmental  state¬ 
ment  as  the  responsible  agency  official. 

§  11.39  Availability  of  final  environ¬ 
mental  statements. 

(a)  The  Director,  EIA,  shall  make 
available  to  the  CEQ  ten  (10)  copies  of 
the  final  environmental  statement  and 
summary  sheet  together  with  copies  of 
all  substantive  comments  received  from 
Federal,  State,  and  local  agencies  and 
from  the  public. 


(b)  The  Director,  EA,  shall  transmit 
a  copy  of  the  final  environmental  state¬ 
ment  and  siunmary  sheet  together  with 
copies  of  all  substantive  comments  re¬ 
ceived  (1)  to  all  P^eral,  State,  and  local 
agencies  from  which  comments  were  so¬ 
licited,  and  (2)  to  all  others  who  sub¬ 
mitted  timely  substantive  comments  on 
the  draft  environmental  statement. 

(c)  The  Director,  EA,  shall  (1)  provide 
notice  of  the  availability  of  copies  of  the 
final  environmental  statement  in  the 
Federal  Register  and  (2)  arrange  for 
the  availability  of  copies  at  appropriate 
AEC  offices  and  at  appropriate  State, 
regional,  and  metropolitan  clearing¬ 
houses,  as  listed  in  the  Federal  Register 
notice. 

§11.41  Timing  for  AEC  actions. 

Unless  approval  is  given  by  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Manager  after  consultation  with 
CEQ,  no  AEC  action  subject  to  this  part 
and  covered  by  an  environmental  state¬ 
ment  shall  be  taken  sooner  than  ninety 
(90)  calendar  days  after  a  draft  envi¬ 
ronmental  statement  has  been  distrib¬ 
uted  or  sooner  than  thirty  (30)  calen¬ 
dar  days  after  the  final  environmental 
statement  has  been  distributed.  If  the 
final  environmental  statement  is  filed 
within  ninety  (90)  calendar  days  after 
the  draft  environmental  statement  has 
been  circulated  and  made  public,  the 
thirty  (30)  day  period  and  ninety  (90) 
day  period  may  nm  concurrently  to  the 
extent  that  they  overlap. 

Subpart  C — General  Guidance  for 

Content  of  Environmental  State¬ 
ments 

§11.51  Cover  sheet. 

The  cover  sheet  shall  indicate  the  type 
of  statement  (draft  or  final),  the  official 
project  description,  the  date  of  state¬ 
ment  availability,  and  the  signature  of 
the  responsible  official. 

§11.53  Summary  sheet. 

The  summary  sheet  shall  conform  to 
the  format  prescribed  in  Appendix  I  of 
the  CEQ  guidelines. 

§11.55  Body  of  statement. 

(a)  Each  environmental  statement 
should  be  prepared  in  accordance  with 
the  precept  in  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969  that  all  agencies  of  the  Federal 
Government  “utilize  a  systematic,  inter¬ 
disciplinary  approach  which  will  insure 
the  integrated  use  of  the  natural  and 
social  sciences  and  the  environmental 
design  arts  in  planning  and  decision¬ 
making  which  may  have  an  impact  on 
man’s  environment.”  The  statement 
should  be  an  objective  and  meaningful 
evaluation  of  actiems  and  their  reason¬ 
able  alternatives  in  light  of  all  environ¬ 
mental  considerations.  The  presentation 
should  be  simple  and  concise,  including 
or  referencing  relevant  data,  informa¬ 
tion,  and  analyses  necessary  to  permit 
evaluation  and  appraisal  of  the  antici¬ 
pated  benefits  and  the  environmental  ef¬ 
fects  of  the  proposed  AEC  action  and  Its 
reasonable  alternatives.  Many  evalua¬ 


tions  of  environmental  impact  will  in¬ 
volve  measurements,  analyses,  calcula¬ 
tions,  and  design  drawings  much  too 
voluminous  to  be  Included  in  an  envi¬ 
ronmental  statement  of  workable  length. 
In  these  cases,  it  will  not  be  possible  for 
the  reader  to  make  a  completely  inde¬ 
pendent  evaluation  of  environmental 
impact  from  the  statement  itself.  How¬ 
ever,  it  should  be  possible  for  the  reader 
to  understand,  from  the  text  combined 
with  the  references,  the  types  of  im¬ 
pact  which  have  been  considered,  the 
general  methods  of  evaluation  used  and 
the  types  of  data  behind  them,  and  the 
conclusions  reached. 

(b)  Opposing  views  should  be  dis¬ 
cussed  or  referred  to  wherever  appro¬ 
priate.  Statements  should  not  dieted 
in  a  style  which  requires  extensive  sci¬ 
entific  or  technical  expertise  to  compre¬ 
hend. 

(c)  Each  statement  ordinarily  shall 
contain  the  following  sectlcsis: 

I.  Summary.  This  section  should  briefly 
and  concisely  summarize  the  information 
set  fcHth  In  each  of  the  other  sections  of 
the  environmental  statement. 

II.  Background — A.  Detailed  description. 
This  subsection  should  fully  describe  the 
proposed  action.  Figures,  maps,  tables,  and 
pictures  should  Included,  as  appropriate. 
Among  those  factors  to  be  considered  in 
preparing  this  subsection  are  location  and 
duration  of  proposed  action;  major  objec- 
tive(s)  sought;  background  information 
necessary  to  place  proposed  action  in  proper 
perspective;  its  relationship  to  other  projects 
and  proposals,  Including  those  of  other 
government  and  private  organizations;  and 
overall  physical  description,  emphasizing 
features  with  environmental  signlflcance  and 
contrfds  taken  to  assrue  adequate  design 
and  function  and  minimum  adverse  environ¬ 
mental  Impact. 

B.  Anticipating  benefits.  This  subsection 
should  fully  describe  and  analyze  the  need 
for  the  proposed  action.  In  so  doing,  it 
should  document  the  full  range  of  benefits — 
technological,  economic,  political,  environ¬ 
mental,  social,  etc. — expected  to  be  derived 
from  the  proposed  action. 

C.  Characterization  of  the  existing  environ¬ 
ment.  This  subsection  should  fully  describe 
the  environmental  features  of  the  area  In 
which  the  proposed  action  will  be  Involved 
with  emphasis  on  those  features,  beneflclal 
as  well  as  adverse,  that  speciflc^ly  relate 
to  the  proposed  action. 

III.  Environmental  impact.  This  section 
should  fully  assess  the  environmental  Impact 
of  the  proposed  action  on  those  environ¬ 
mental  features  characterized  in  subsection 
II.C.  In  so  doing,  it  should  describe  those 
effects  on  the  environment,  beneflclal  as  well 
as  adverse,  which  could  be  caused  by  the 
proposed  action,  evaluate  the  magnitude  and 
Importance  of  each  such  effect,  and  identify 
the  time  frames  in  which  these  effects  are 
anticipated.  It  shoiild  also  describe  the  meas¬ 
ures  which  will  be  taken  to  prevent,  elimi¬ 
nate,  reduce,  or  compensate  for  any  environ¬ 
mentally  detrimental  aspects  of  the  proposed 
action. 

IV.  Unavoidable  adverse  environmental  ef¬ 
fects.  This  section  should  fully  assess  those 
adverse  effects  on  the  environment  which 
probably  would  be  caused  by  the  proposed 
action  and  which  probably  cannot  be  avoided 
if  the  action  is  Implemented.  It  should  in¬ 
dicate  the  magnitude  and  ImpOTtance  of  each 
such  effect. 

V.  Alternatives.  This  section  should  assess 
the  full  range  of  reasonable  alternatives  to 
the  proposed  action  and  their  envlTomnental 
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Impact.  In  pcurtlcular,  altematlTee  specifically 
lormiilated  with  environmental  quality  ob- 
Jectivee  In  mind  should  be  discussed,  e.g.. 
pollution  control  equipment  on  a  nuclear 
plant.  The  specific  alternative  of  taking  no 
action  always  should  be  evaluated.  The  as¬ 
sessment  of  alternatives  should  not  be  lim¬ 
ited  to  measures  which  the  agency  has  au¬ 
thority  to  adopt,  but  should  Include  a 
meaningful  dlsctission  of  all  reasonable  al¬ 
ternatives  to  the  proposed  action.  A  more 
detailed  analysis  should  be  made  of  the  en¬ 
vironmental  Impact  of  alternatives  within 
the  same  time  frame  of  the  proposed  action 
than  for  those  alternatives  within  different 
time  frames. 

VI.  Relationship  between  short-term  uses 
and  long-term  productivity.  This  section 
should  fully  assess  the  ciunulatlve  and  long¬ 
term  environmental  effects  of  the  proposed 
action  from  the  perspective  that  each  gen¬ 
eration  la  trustee  of  the  environment  for 
succeeding  generations.  This  Involves  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  present  condition  and  use 
at  the  site  of  the  proposed  action,  its  use  If 
the  proposed  action  is  Implemented,  and  the 
longer-term  prospects  for  other  uses.  In  par¬ 
ticular.  the  desirability  of  the  proposed  ac¬ 
tion  should  be  weighed  to  guard  against 
shortsighted  foreclosure  of  future  options 
or  needs.  Special  attention  should  be  given 
to  effects  which  narrow  the  range  of  benefi¬ 
cial  uses  of  the  environment  or  pose  long¬ 
term  risks  to  health  or  safety.  In  addition, 
the  reasons  the  proposed  action  is  believed 
to  be  Justified  now.  rather  than  reserving  a 
long-term  option  for  other  alternatives.  In¬ 
cluding  no  use.  should  be  explained. 

VII.  State,  local,  or  regional  conflicts.  This 
section  should  fully  identify  any  known  or 
poientlal  confiicts  with  States,  regional,  or 
local  plans  and  programs. 

Vul.  Irreversible  and  irretrievable  com¬ 
mitments  of  resources.  This  section  should 
fully  assess  the  extent  to  which  the  action 
curtails  the  diversity  and  range  of  beneficial 
uses  of  the  environment.  Uses  of  renewable 
and  nonrenewable  resomces  during  the  Ini¬ 
tial  and  continued  phases  of  the  action 
should  be  discussed. 

IX.  Cost-benefit  analysis.  This  section 
should  present  an  analysis  which  considers 
and  balances  the  environmental  and  other 
costs  of  the  proposed  action  and  the  alter¬ 
natives  reasonably  available  fcH*  reducing  or 
avoiding  adverse  environmental  effects  (even 
at  the  expense  of  reduced  project  objectives) 
as  well  as  the  environmental,  economic,  tech¬ 
nical,  and  other  benefits  of  the  proposed  ac¬ 
tion.  In  this  connection,  the  analysis  should 
indicate  the  extent  these  benefits  could  be 
realized  by  following  reasonable  alternatives 
that  would  avoid  scune  or  all  of  the  adverse 
environmental  effects  of  the  proposed  action. 
The  analysis  should,  to  the  fullest  extent 
practicable,  quantify  the  various  factors  con¬ 
sidered.  To  the  extent  that  such  factors  can¬ 
not  be  quantified,  they  should  be  discussed 
in  qualitative  terms.  In  any  event,  the 
analysis  should  be  sufficiently  detailed  and 
rigorous  to  permit  independent  evaluation 
of  the  benefits  and  environmental  risks  of 
both  the  proposed  action  and  each  alterna¬ 
tive,  so  that  an  informed  Judgment  may  be 
made  about  the  wisdom  of  undertaking  the 
proposed  action  rather  than  one  of  the  alter¬ 
natives  (including  the  alternative  of  no  ac¬ 
tion).  On  the  basis  of  the  foregoing,  the 
statement  should  contain  a  conclusion  as 
to  whether,  after  weighing  the  environ¬ 
mental,  econranic,  technical,  and  other  ben¬ 
efits  against  the  environmental,  economic, 
technical,  and  other  costs  and  after  consid¬ 
ering  the  reasonably  available  alternatives 
and  their  benefits  and  costs,  the  proposed 
action  should  be  taken. 

X.  A  discussion  of  substantive  comments 
made  by  other  Federal,  State,  and  local 


agencies  and  by  private  organizations  and 
individuals  in  the  review  process.  This  sec¬ 
tion,  to  be  Included  In  the  final  statement, 
should  summarize  the  substantive  com¬ 
ments  made  by  reviewing  organizations  and 
persons  and  should  describe  the  disposition 
of  issues  surfaced.  In  particular,  this  sec¬ 
tion  should  address  in  detail  the  major  Is¬ 
sues  raised  when  the  Agency  position  Is  at 
variance  with  recommendations  and  objec¬ 
tions  and  should  explain  the  reasons  spe¬ 
cific  comments  could  not  be  accepted.  All 
substantive  comments  received  on  the  draft 
should  be  attached  to  the  final  statement, 
whether  or  not  each  such  comment  is 
thought  to  merit  individual  discussion  in 
this  section  or  elsewhere  in  the  text  of  the 
statement. 

Dated  this  27th  day  of  June  1972. 

R.  E.  Hollingsworth, 
General  Manager. 

[FR  Doc.72-10141  FUed  7-3-72;8:52  am] 

Title  12— BANKS  AND 
BANKING 

Chapter  V — Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board 

SUBCHAPTER  C — FEDERAL  SAVINGS  AND  LOAN 
SYSTEM 
(No.  72-758] 

PART  545 — OPERATIONS 
Satellite  Offices 

June  27, 1972. 

Resolved  that,  notice  and  public  pro¬ 
cedure  having  been  duly  afforded  (37 
F.R.  3549)  and  all  relevant  material  pre¬ 
sented  or  available  having  been  consid¬ 
ered  by  it,  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board,  upon  the  basis  of  such  consider- 
aticHi,  determines  to  amend  Part  545  of 
the  Rules  and  Regulations  for  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Savings  and  Loan  System  (12  CFR 
Part  545)  for  the  purpose  of  providing 
for  the  establishment  and  operation  by 
Federal  savings  and  loan  associations 
of  an  additional  type  of  ofBce  facility  to 
increase  the  viability  of  such  associa¬ 
tions  in  promoting  thrift  and  housing 
financing.  Accordingly,  the  Federal 
Home  Loan  Bank  Board  hereby  amends 
said  Part  545  by  adding  a  new  §  545.14-5, 
immediately  following  present  §  545.14- 
4,  to  read  as  follows,  effective  July  15, 
1972: 

§545.14—5  Satellite  office. 

(a)  Nature  of  a  satellite  office.  An  of¬ 
fice  of  a  Federal  association  which  is  not 
its  home  ofiBce  or  a  branch  office  ap¬ 
proved  pursuant  to  S  545.14  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  a  satellite  office  if  it  meets 
the  requirements  of  a  satellite  office  as 
described  in  this  section  and  if  it  is  a 
satellite  of  the  association’s  home  office 
or  a  branch  office  in  that  it  is  located 
in  the  primary  service  area,  as  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  Board  or  Supervisory 
Agent,  of  such  home  office  or  branch  of¬ 
fice.  Any  business  of  a  Federal  associa¬ 
tion.  as  authorized  by  the  association’s 
board  of  directors,  may  be  transacted  at 
a  satellite  office. 


(b)  General  provisions.  A  Federal  as¬ 
sociation  shall  not  establish  a  satellite 
office  without  prior  approval  by  the 
Board  or  its  Supervisory  Agent,  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  this  section.  All  requests  by  a 
Federal  association  for  advice  or  in¬ 
structions  with  respect  to  any  matter 
arising  under  this  section  shall  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  Board’s  Supervisory 
Agent.  As  used  in  this  section,  the  term 
“Supervisory  Agent”  means  the  Presi¬ 
dent  of  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
of  the  district  in  which  the  applicant 
association  is  located  or  any  other  officer 
or  employee  of  such  bank  designated  by 
the  Board  as  agent  as  provided  in 
§  501.10  or  §  501.11  of  this  chapter.  All 
recommendations  by  Supervisory  Agents 
and  by  officers  and  employees  of  the 
Board  in  connection  with  applications 
for  permission  to  establish  a  satellite 
office  shall  be  deemed  to  be  privileged 
and  confidential  and  subject  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  §  505.6  of  this  chapter. 

(c)  Specific  provisions.  Each  appli¬ 
cation  for  permission  to  establish  a  sat¬ 
ellite  office  will  be  considered  or  proc¬ 
essed  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  this 
section.  Approval  of  such  an  application 
pursuant  to  this  section  will  be  subject 
to  the  following  provisions  and  any 
other  conditions,  requirements,  and  limi¬ 
tations  the  Board  may  specify  in  a  par¬ 
ticular  case: 

(1)  A  satellite  office  is  a  convenience 
facility  and,  except  for  a  satellite  office 
which  meets  the  requirements  of  subdi¬ 
vision  (V)  of  this  subparagraph,  shall 
be  kocated  wholly  within  premises  prin¬ 
cipally  occupied  by  a  retail  sales  estab¬ 
lishment  such  as  a  department  store  or 
supermarket  and  shall  be  operated  in 
conformity  with  the  following  physical 
requirements: 

(i)  The  satellite  office  shall  be  wholly 
In  the  interior  of  the  premises  and  shall 
not  be  accessible  by  a  separate  outside 
entrance; 

(ii)  A  satellite  office  shall  not  occupy 
more  than  500  square  feet  of  fioor 
space.  Provision  shall  not  be  made  for 
more  than  four  teller  stations  or,  in  the 
case  of  a  fully  or  partly  automated  sat¬ 
ellite  office,  the  equivalent  of  four  teller 
stations,  as  determined  by  the  Board  or 
Supervisory  Agent  at  time  of  approval; 

(iii)  A  satellite  office  shall  not  occupy 
more  than  one-third  of  the  total  fioor 
space  of  the  premises  in  which  it  is 
located;  and 

(iv)  Any  outside  sign  or  other  display 
or  window  display  on  behalf  of  the 
satellite  office  shall  be  subordinate  to 
other  signs  and  displays. 

(v)  A  fully  automated  satellite  office  is 
one  which  is  to  be  operated  wholly  by 
machines  and  without  tellers  or  other 
personnel  to  handle  transactions  with 
the  public.  Such  a  satellite  office  is  not 
required  to  be  located  within  premises 
principally  occupied  by  a  retail  sales  es¬ 
tablishment  but,  in  addition,  may  be 
located  in  a  shopping  center,  office  build¬ 
ing,  or  transportation  terminal.  A  fully 
automated  satellite  office  not  located 
within  a  retail  sales  establishment  Is  not 
subject  to  the  requirements  of  subdivi¬ 
sions  (1)  through  (iv)  of  this  subpara¬ 
graph  except  the  requirement  relating 
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to  the  equivalent  of  four  teller  stations. 

(2)  The  operating  Federal  association 
may  terminate  the  operation  of  a  satel¬ 
lite  office  in  its  discretion  and.  If  so  ter¬ 
minated,  such  satellite  office  may  not  be 
reopened  except  upon  a  new  application 
pursuant  to  this  section. 

(3)  The  operation  of  a  satellite  office 
may  not  be  changed  to  a  new  location 
(other  than  a  change  of  location  within 
the  same  premises)  except  upon  a  new 
application  pursuant  to  this  section. 

U)  The  operation  of  a  satellite  office 
shall  not  be  continued  for  a  period  of 
longer  than  5  years  (or  such  shorter 
period  as  may  be  specified  by  the  Board 
In  its  approval)  from  its  initial  opening 
except  upon  approval  of  a  new  applica¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  this  section.  Paragraph 
(f)  of  this  section,  however,  shall  not  be 
applicable  to  a  renewal.  The  Board  re¬ 
serves  the  right  to  disapprove  any  such 
renewal  appUcation  if  in  its  opinion  the 
continued  operation  of  the  satellite  of¬ 
fice  Is  not  in  the  public  interest.  A  re¬ 
newal  application  may  be  approved  by 
the  Board  without  a  time  limit  on  the 
future  operation  of  the  satellite  office  or 
with  such  time  limit  as  the  Board  may 
determine. 

(5)  A  Federal  association  may  noc 
operate  more  than  five  satellite  offices  at 
any  one  time,  and  may  not  file  applica¬ 
tions  for  more  than  two  such  offices  in 
any  12-month  period.  An  application 
which  has  been  disapproved  shall  be  dis¬ 
regarded  in  determining  compliance 
with  the  preceding  sentence. 

(6)  No  satellite  office  may  be  located 
either  (i)  more  than  5  miles  from,  or 
(ii)  outside  the  primary  service  area  of. 
the  Federal  association’s  home  or  branch 
office  of  which  it  is  a  satellite.  No  satel¬ 
lite  office  may  be  located  outside  of  the 
State  in  which  the  Federal  association’s 
home  office  is  located,  unless  such  office 
is  to  be  a  satellite  of  a  branch  office  lo¬ 
cated  outside  of  such  State. 

(7)  A  drive-in  or  pedestrian  facility 
established  or  approved  pursuant  to 
§  545.14-1  shall  not  be  considered  as  a 
satellite  office,  except  as  otherwise  de¬ 
termined  by  the  Board  with  respect  to  a 
particular  geographical  area. 

(8)  A  Federal  association  may  not  en¬ 
ter  into  an  agreement  of  any  kind  for 
the  exclusive  right  to  operate  satellite 
offices  in  a  specified  area  at  all  or  a 
majority  of  all  locations  of  a  retail 
chain  of  any  kind,  or  imder  which  other 
financial  institutions  would  be  excluded 
from  operating  satellite  offices  or  other 
facilities  at  locations  of  a  retail  chain 
where  such  Federal  association  does  not 
have  a  satellite  office. 

(9)  The  board  of  directors  shall  have 
full  authority  to  fix  the  hours  of  opera¬ 
tion  of  a  satellite  office  without  regard 
to  the  provisions  of  any  law  governing 
the  hours  of  operation  of  savings  and 
loan  associations. 

(d)  Application  form;  supporting  in¬ 
formation.  An  application  for  permis¬ 
sion  to  establish  a  satellite  office  shall 
be  in  form  prescribed  by  the  Board  and 
may  be  obtained  from  the  Supervisory 
Agent.  Information  shall  be  furnished  in 
support  of  the  application  designed  to 


show:  (1)  that  the  proposed  satellite 
office  will  be  located  in  the  primary 
service  area  of  an  existing  branch  or  the 
home  office  of  the  applicant  association, 
and  (2)  that  the  operation  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  satellite  office  will  not  cause  undue 
injury  to  properly  conducted  existing 
local  thrift  and  home-financing 
institutions. 

(e)  Supervisory  objection.  No  appli¬ 
cation  for  permission  to  establish  a  sat¬ 
ellite  office  shall  be  approved  if,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Board,  the  policies,  con¬ 
dition,  or  operation  of  the  applicant  as¬ 
sociation  afford  a  basis  for  supervisory 
objection  to  the  application. 

(f)  Processing  of  application  by  Su¬ 
pervisory  Agent;  public  notice;  inspec¬ 
tion.  (1)  Upon  determination  by  the 
Supervisory  Agent  that  an  application 
for  permission  to  establish  a  satellite 
office  is  complete,  and  if  it  has  been 
preliminarily  determined  that  there  is 
no  basis  for  supervisory  objection  to  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  application,  the  Supervi¬ 
sory  Agent  shall  advise  the  applicant, 
in  writing,  to  publish  within  15  days 
from  the  date  of  such  advice,  in  a  news¬ 
paper  printed  in  the  Ekiglish  language 
and  having  general  circulation  in  the 
community  to  be  served  by  the  satellite 
office  at  its  proposed  location,  a  notice 
of  the  filing  of  the  application  in  the 
following  form: 

Notice  or  PnjNC  Application  for  Permis¬ 
sion  TO  Establish  a  Satellite  Office 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  1  545.14-5  of  the  Rules 
and  Regulations  for  the  Federal  Savings  and 

Loan  8]rstein,  the  _ 

Federal  Savings  and  Loan  Association,  .... 

_ _ _ ,  has  filed 

(City)  (State) 

an  application  for  permission  to  establish 
a  satellite  office  at,  or  In  the  Immediate 

vicinity  of, _ _ _ 

(Street  Address) 

_ _ _ _  The  ap- 

(City)  (State) 

plication  has  been  delivered  to  the  Office  of 
the  Supervisory  Agent  of  the  said  Board, 
located  at  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  of 

(City)  (Street  Address) 

_ _ Any  person  may 

(City) 

file  communications,  including  briefs.  In 
favor  or  In  protest  of  said  application  at  the 
aforesaid  office  of  the  Supervisory  Agent 
within  10  days  (or  within  30  days  If  advice 
Is  filed  within  the  first  10  days  stating  that 
more  time  Is  needed  to  furnish  additional 
Information)  after  the  date  of  this  publi¬ 
cation.  Four  copies  of  any  communications 
should  be  filed.  The  application  and  aU 
communications  In  favor  or  In  protest  there¬ 
of  are  avaUable  for  Inspection  hy  any  person 
at  the  aforesaid  Office  of  the  Supervisory 
Agent. 

- Federal  Savings  and 

Loan  Association  _ _ 

(2)  Promptly  after  publication  of  the 
notice,  the  applicant  ^all  transmit  two 
copies  thereof  to  the  Supervisory  Agent 
accompanied  by  two  copies  of  a  pub¬ 
lisher’s  affidavit  of  publication. 

(3)  Within  10  days  (or  within  30  days 
if  advice  is  filed  within  the  first  10  days 
stating  that  more  time  is  needed  to  fur¬ 
nish  additional  Information)  after  the 
date  of  publication  of  said  notice,  any 


person  may  file,  at  the  Office  of  the 
Supervisory  Agent  designated  in  the  no¬ 
tice,  communications,  including  briefs, 
in  protest  of  the  implication.  In  the  event 
any  communication  is  filed  in  protest  of 
the  application,  the  applicant  may  file 
information  relevant  to  such  protest 
within  15  days  after  the  last  date  for 
filing  communications  pursuant  to  the 
preceding  sentence  or  may  waive  the 
right  to  file  such  information.  Informa¬ 
tion  may  be  submitted  in  connection 
with  an  application  only  as  provided  in 
this  section,  luiless  additional  informa¬ 
tion  is  requested  by  the  Supervisory 
Agent  or  otherwise  by  or  on  behalf  of 
the  Board.  Four  copies  shall  be  furnished 
of  any  communication  or  information 
filed  pursuant  to  this  subparagraph. 

(4)  The  application,  together  with  all 
communications  in  favor  or  in  protest 
thereof,  shall  be  available  at  the  office 
of  the  Supervisory  Agent  during  regu¬ 
lar  working  hours  for  inspection  by  any 
person  after  the  issuance  to  the  appli¬ 
cant  of  advice  to  publish  a  notice.  Prior 
thereto,  the  application  and  the  fact  that 
it  has  been  ffied  shall  be  held  as  con¬ 
fidential. 

(g)  Approval  by  Supervisory  Agent. 
The  Supervisory  Agent  is  authorized  to 
approve,  on  behalf  of  the  Board,  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  permission  to  establish  a 
satellite  office  if  the  following  conditions 
have  been  met: 

(1)  No  protests  have  been  made  to  the 
approval  of  the  application: 

(2)  ’The  Supervisory  Agent  is  of  the 
opinion  that  the  satellite  office  will  be 
located  in  the  primary  service  area  of 
existing  branch  or  the  home  office  of 
the  applicant  association; 

(3)  The  Supervisory  Agent  is  of  the 
opinion  that  the  operation  of  the  satel¬ 
lite  office  at  its  proposed  location  will 
not  cause  undue  Injury  to  pr<H>erly  con¬ 
ducted  existing  local  thrift  and  home¬ 
financing  institutions; 

(4)  In  the  opinion  of  the  Supervisory 
Agent,  the  business  of  the  retail  estab¬ 
lishment  referred  to  in  paragraph  (c)  (1) 
of  this  section  is  not  inappropriate  to  the 
operation  of  a  savings  and  loan  activity 
in  the  same  location; 

(5)  Operation  of  the  satellite  office 
will  not  cause  the  limitation  in  para¬ 
graph  (c)  of  this  section  on  the  niunber 
of  such  offices  to  be  exceeded;  and 

(6)  There  is  no  supervisory  objection 
to  approval  of  the  application. 

The  Supervisory  Agent  shall  disapprove 
any  application  which  does  not  meet  the 
requirements  of  subparagraph  (5)  of  this 
paragraph,  but  shall  forward  to  the 
Board  for  its  consideration,  together 
with  his  recommendation,  any  applica¬ 
tion  which  does  not  meet  the  other  re¬ 
quirements  of  this  paragraph.  In 
addition,  the  Siqiervisory  Agent  shall 
forward  to  the  Board  an  application 
which,  in  his  opinion,  should  be  approved 
for  a  shorter  period  than  the  5-year 
limit  specified  in  paragraph  (c)  of  this 
section,  together  with  his  recommenda¬ 
tion  as  to  the  shorter  period  for  which 
the  application  should  be  approved.  The 
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Supervisory  Agent  is  not  required,  in  ap¬ 
proving  an  application  under  this  sec¬ 
tion.  to  obtain  assurance  that  the 
requirements  of  subdivisions  (1)  through 
(iv)  of  paragraph  (c)(1)  of  this  section 
will  be  met.  since  such  requirements  are 
continuing  requirements  to  be  observed 
by  the  Federal  association. 

(h)  Oral  argument — (1)  General  pro¬ 
visions.  Oral  argument  on  the  merits  of 
any  application  filed  pursuant  to  this 
section  shall  be  heard  upon  the  written 
request  of  an  applicant  or  of  any  per¬ 
son  who  has  filed  a  communication  in 
protest  of  an  application  within  the  time 
specified  in  subparagrraph  (3)  of  para¬ 
graph  (f )  of  this  section,  if  such  request 
is  received  by  the  Supervisory  Agent 
within  10  days  after  the  expiration  of  the 
time  specified  in  paragraph  (f)  (3)  of 
this  section  for  filing  conununications 
In  protest  of  an  application.  Such  oral 
argument  shall  also  be  heard  if  the  Su¬ 
pervisory  Agent,  after  review  of  the  ap¬ 
plication  and  all  pertinent  information, 
considers  it  desirable.  When  oral  argu¬ 
ment  is  to  be  held,  the  Supervisory  Agent 
j^all  mail  a  notice,  fixing  the  time  and 
place  thereof,  to  the  applicant  and  to  all 
persons  who  have  filed  a  communica¬ 
tion  in  protest  of  the  application.  Such 
oral  argument  shall  be  scheduled  not  less 
than  10  days  after  the  mailing  of  the 
notice. 

(2)  Procedure.  The  Supervisory 
Agent,  or  any  other  person  designated 
by  the  Board,  shall  have  authority  to 
hear  oral  argument  and  determine  all 
matters  relating  to  the  conduct  of  such 
argument.  The  oral  argmnent  with  re¬ 
spect  to  any  such  application  may  be 
znade  in  person  or  by  authorized  repre¬ 
sentatives,  but  the  oral  argument  should 
be  based  (xi  written  information  which 
has  been  filed  in  connection  with  the 
application.  A  reasonable  time  shall  be 
allowed  for  oral  argument,  but,  unless 
waived,  not  less  than  1  hour  shall  be 
allowed  for  all  oral  argument  against  an 
application  and  not  less  than  1  hour 
shall  be  allowed  for  all  oral  argument  in 
favor  of  an  application.  A  transcript 
shall  be  made  of  any  oral  argument  and 
shall  be  included  in  the  application  file. 

(i)  Reports.  Each  Federal  association 
shall  furnish  such  reports  to  the  Board 
with  respect  to  the  operation  of  each 
satellite  ofQce  as  the  Board  may  require 
Including  a  report  on  procurement  of 
marketing  data  from  accoimtholders. 

(Sec.  5,  48  Stat.  132,  as  amended;  12  TT.S.C. 
1464.  Reorg.  Plan  No.  3  of  1947,  12  FJl.  4981, 
3  CFR,  1943-48  Comp.,  p.  1071) 

Resolved  further  that,  since  the  above 
amendment  provides  new  authority  for 
Federal  savings  and  loan  associations 
and  since  the  Board  has  determined  it 
to  be  in  the  public  interest  that  such  new 
authority  be  implemented  without  undue 
delay,  the  Board  hereby  finds,  pursuant 
to  12  CFR  508.14  and  5  UB.C.  553(d). 
that  there  is  good  cause  for  not  delaying 
the  effective  date  of  the  amendment  for 
the  30-day  period  following  publication 
specified  in  said  provisions;  and  the 
Board  hereby  provides  that  the  amend¬ 
ment  shall  become  effective  as  herein¬ 
before  set  forth. 


By  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board. 

[seal]  Eugznx  M.  Hxrrin. 

Assistant  Secretary, 
[FR  Doc.72-10221  FUed  7-3-72;8:61  am] 


SUBCHAPTER  E — DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA  SAV¬ 
INGS  AND  LOAN  ASSOCIATIONS  AND 

BRANCH  OFFICES 

I  No.  72-769] 

PART  582— OFFICES 
Satellite  Offices 

June  27, 1972. 

Resolved  that  the  Federal  Home  Loan 
Bank  Board  considers  it  advisable  to 
amend  Part  582  of  the  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  for  District  of  Columbia  savings  and 
loan  associations  and  branch  offices  (12 
CFR  Part  582)  for  the  pmixise  of  pro¬ 
viding  for  the  establishment  and  opera¬ 
tion  by  District  of  C:k>lumbia  associations 
of  an  additional  tioie  of  office  facility 
to  increase  the  viability  of  such  associa¬ 
tions  in  promoting  thrift  and  housing 
financing.  Accordingly,  the  Federal  Home 
Loan  Bank  Board  hereby  amends  said 
Part  582  by  adding  a  new  9  582.1-1,  im¬ 
mediately  following  present  i  582.1,  to 
read  as  follows,  effective  July  15, 1972: 

§  582.1—1  Satellite  office. 

(a)  Nature  of  a  satellite  office.  An 
office  of  a  District  of  Coliunbia  associa¬ 
tion  which  is  not  its  home  office  or  a 
branch  office  approved  pursuant  to 
9  582.1  shall  be  deemed  to  be  a  satellite 
office  if  it  meets  the  requirements  of  a 
satellite  office  as  described  in  this  section 
and  if  it  is  a  satellite  of  the  association’s 
home  office  or  a  branch  office  in  that  it  is 
located  in  the  primary  service  area,  as 
determined  by  the  Board  or  Supervisory 
Agent,  of  such  home  office  or  branch 
office.  Any  business  of  a  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia  association,  as  authorized  by  the 
association’s  board  of  directors,  may  be 
transacted  at  a  satellite  office. 

(b)  General  provisions.  A  District  of 
Columbia  association  shall  not  estab¬ 
lish  a  satellite  office  without  prior  ap¬ 
proval  by  the  Board  or  its  Supervisory 
Agent,  as  provided  in  this  section.  All 
requests  by  a  District  of  Columbia  as¬ 
sociation  for  advice  or  Instructions  with 
respect  to  any  matter  arising  imder  this 
section  shall  be  addressed  to  the  Board’s 
Supervisory  Agent.  As  used  in  this  sec¬ 
tion,  the  term  “Supervisory  Agent” 
means  the  President  of  the  Federal 
Home  Loan  Bank  of  the  district  in  which 
the  applicant  association  is  located  or 
any  other  officer  or  employee  of  such 
bank  designated  by  the  Board  as  agent 
as  provided  in  9  501.10  or  9  501.11  of  this 
chapter.  All  recommendations  by  Super¬ 
visory  Agents  and  by  officers  and  em¬ 
ployees  of  the  Board  in  connection  with 
applications  for  permission  to  establish 
a  satellite  office  shall  be  deemed  to  be 
privileged  and  confidential  and  subject 
to  the  provisions  of  9  505.6  of  this 
chapter. 

(c)  Specific  provisions.  Each  appllca- 
cation  for  permission  to  establish  a  satel¬ 


lite  office  will  be  considered  or  processed 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  this  sec¬ 
tion.  Approval  of  such  an  application 
pursuant  to  this  section  will  be  subject 
to  the  following  provisions  and  any  other 
conditions,  requirements,  and  limitations 
the  Board  may  specify  in  a  particular 
case: 

(1)  A  satellite  office  is  a  convenience 
facility  and,  except  for  a  satellite  office 
which  meets  the  requirements  of  sub¬ 
division  (V)  of  this  subparagraph,  shall 
be  located  wholly  within  premises  prin- 
ciF>ally  occupied  by  a  retail  sales  estab¬ 
lishment  such  as  a  department  store  or 
supermarket  and  shall  be  operated  in 
conformity  with  the  following  physical 
requirements: 

(1)  ’The  satellite  office  shall  be  wholly 
in  the  interior  of  the  premises  and  shall 
not  be  accessible  by  a  separate  outside 
entrance; 

(ii)  A  satellite  office  shall  not  occupy 
more  than  500  square  feet  of  floor  space. 
Provision  shall  not  be  made  for  more 
than  four  teller  stations  or,  in  the  case 
of  a  fully  or  partly  automated  satellite 
office,  the  equivalent  of  four  teller  sta¬ 
tions,  as  determined  by  the  Board  or 
Supervisory  Agent  at  time  of  approval; 

(iii)  A  satellite  office  shall  not  occupy 
more  than  one-third  of  the  total  fioor 
space  of  the  premises  in  which  it  is  lo¬ 
cated;  and 

(iv)  Any  outside  sign  or  other  display 
or  window  display  on  behalf  of  the  satel¬ 
lite  office  shall  be  subordinate  to  other 
signs  and  dlsplasrs. 

(V)  A  fully  automated  satellite  office 
is  one  which  is  to  be  operated  wholly  by 
machines  and  without  tellers  or  other 
personnel  to  handle  transactions  with 
the  public.  Such  a  satellite  office  is  not 
required  to  be  located  within  premises 
principally  occupied  by  a  retail  sales 
establishment  but,  in  addition,  may  be 
located  in  a  shopping  center,  office  build¬ 
ing.  or  transportation  terminal.  A  fully 
automated  satellite  office  not  located 
within  a  retail  sales  establishment  is 
not  subject  to  the  requirements  of  sub¬ 
divisions  (i)  through  (iv)  of  this  sub- 
paragraph  except  the  requirement  relat¬ 
ing  to  the  equivalent  of  four  teller 
stations. 

(2)  The  operating  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia  association  may  terminate  the  op¬ 
eration  of  a  satellite  office  in  its  discre¬ 
tion  and,  if  so  terminated,  such  satellite 
office  may  not  be  reopened  except  upon 
a  new  application  pursuant  to  this 
section. 

(3)  The  operation  of  a  satellite  office 
may  not  be  changed  to  a  new  location 
(other  than  a  change  of  location  within 
the  same  premises)  except  upon  a  new 
application  pursuant  to  this  section. 

(4)  ’The  operation  of  a  satellite  office 
shall  not  be  continued  for  a  period  of 
longer  than  5  years  (or  such  shorter 
period  as  may  be  specified  by  the  Board 
in  its  approval)  from  its  initial  opening 
except  upon  approval  of  a  new  applica¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  this  section.  Paragraph 
(f )  of  this  section,  however,  shall  not  be 
applicable  to  a  renewal.  ’The  Board  re¬ 
serves  the  right  to  disapprove  any  such 
renewal  application  if  in  its  opinion  the 
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continued  operation  of  the  satellite  ofiSce 
is  not  in  the  public  interest.  A  renewal 
application  may  be  approved  by  the 
Board  without  a  time  limit  on  the  future 
operation  of  the  satellite  office  or  with 
such  time  limit  as  the  Board  may 
determine. 

(5)  A  District  of  Columbia  associa¬ 
tion  may  not  operate  more  than  five 
satellite  offices  at  any  one  time,  and  may 
not  file  applications  for  more  than  two 
such  offices  in  any  12-month  period.  An 
application  which  has  been  disapproved 
shall  be  disregarded  in  determining 
compliance  with  the  preceding  sentence. 

(6)  No  satellite  office  may  be  located 
either  (i)  more  than  5  miles  from,  or  (ii) 
outside  the  primary  service  area  of,  the 
District  of  Columbia  association's  home 
or  branch  office  of  which  it  is  a  satellite. 
No  satellite  office  may  be  located  outside 
of  the  District  of  Columbia,  xmless  such 
office  is  to  be  a  satellite  of  a  branch  office 
located  outside  of  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

(7)  A  drive-in  or  pedestrian  facility 
established  or  approved  pursuant  to 
§  582.1-1  shall  not  be  considered  as  a 
satellite  office. 

(8)  A  District  of  Columbia  associa¬ 
tion  may  not  enter  into  an  agreement  of 
any  kind  for  the  exclusive  right  to  oper¬ 
ate  satellite  offices  in  a  specified  area 
at  ail  or  a  majority  of  all  locations  of  a 
retail  chain  of  any  kind,  or  under  which 
other  financial  institutions  would  be  ex¬ 
cluded  from  operating  satellite  offices 
or  other  facilities  at  locations  of  a  re¬ 
tail  chain  where  such  District  of  Coltun- 
bia  association  does  not  have  a  satellite 
office. 

(9)  The  board  of  directors  shall  have 
full  authority  to  fix  the  hours  of  opera¬ 
tion  of  a  satellite  office  without  regard  to 
the  provisions  of  any  law  governing  the 
homs  of  operation  of  savings  and  loan 
associations. 

(d)  Application  form;  supporting  in¬ 
formation.  An  application  for  permission 
to  establish  a  satellite  office  shall  be  in 
form  prescribed  by  the  Board  and  may 
be  obtained  from  the  Supervisory  Agent. 
Information  shall  be  furnished  in  sup¬ 
port  of  the  application  designed  to  show 

(1)  that  the  proposed  satellite  office  will 
be  located  in  the  primary  service  area  of 
an  existing  branch  or  the  home  office  of 
the  applicant  association,  and  (2)  that 
the  operation  of  the  proposed  satellite 
office  will  not  cause  xmdue  injury  to 
properly  conducted  existing  local  thrift 
and  home-financing  Institutions. 

(e)  Supervisory  objection.  No  applica¬ 
tion  for  permission  to  establish  a  satel¬ 
lite  office  shall  be  approved  if,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Board,  the  policies,  con¬ 
dition,  or  operation  of  the  applicant  as¬ 
sociation  afford  a  basis  for  supervisory 
objection  to  the  application. 

(f)  Processing  of  application  by  Su¬ 
pervisory  Agent:  public  notice;  inspec¬ 
tion.  (1)  Upon  determination  by  the  Su¬ 
pervisory  Agent  that  an  application  for 
permission  to  establish  a  satellite  office 
Is  complete,  and  if  It  has  been  prelimi¬ 
narily  determined  that  there  is  no  basis 
for  supervisory  objectlcm  to  approval  of 
the  application,  the  Supervisory  Agent 


shall  advise  the  applicant.  In  writing, 
to  publish  within  15  days  from  the  date 
of  such  advice,  in  a  newspaper  printed 
in  the  English  language  and  having  gen¬ 
eral  circulation  in  the  commimity  to  be 
served  by  the  satellite  office  at  its  pro¬ 
posed  location,  a  notice  of  the  filing  of 
the  application  in  the  following  form: 

Notice  or  Pruifo  Application  for  Permis¬ 
sion  To  Establish  A  Satellite  Office 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  {  682.1-1  of  the  rules  and 
regulations  for  District  of  Columbia  asso¬ 
ciations  and  Branch  Offices,  the _ 

_  Association  of  the  District 

of  Columbia,  has  filed  an  application  for 
permission  to  establish  a  satellite  office  at, 

or  in  the  immediate  vicinity  of, _ 

(Street 

_ ,  Washington,  D.C.  The  ap- 

Address) 

pllcailon  has  been  delivered  to  the  Office  of 
the  Supervisory  Agent  of  the  said  Board,  lo¬ 
ot*  led  at  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  of 

(City)  (Street  Address) 

_ ,  _  Any 

(City) 

person  may  file  communications.  Includ¬ 
ing  briefs,  in  favor  or  in  protest  of  said  ap¬ 
plication  at  the  aforesaid  office  of  the  Super¬ 
visory  Agent  within  10  days  (or  within  30 
days  if  advice  is  filed  within  the  first  10 
days  stating  that  more  time  is  needed  to 
furnish  additional  Information)  after  the 
date  of  this  publication.  Four  copies  of  any 
communications  should  be  filed.  The  appli¬ 
cation  and  aU  communications  in  favor  or 
in  protest  thereof  are  available  for  inspec¬ 
tion  by  any  person  at  the  aforesaid  Office 
of  the  Supervisory  Agent. 

_ Association. 

(2)  Promptly  after  publication  of  the 
notice,  the  applicant  shall  transmit  two 
copies  tl^ereof  to  the  Supervisory  Agent 
accompanied  by  two  copies  of  a  pub¬ 
lisher’s  affidavit  of  publication. 

(3)  Within  10  days  (or  within  30  days 
if  advice  is  filed  within  the  first  10  days 
stating  that  more  time  is  needed  to  fur¬ 
nish  additional  information)  after  the 
date  of  publication  of  said  notice,  any 
person  may  file,  at  the  office  of  the  Su¬ 
pervisory  Agent  designated  in  the  notice, 
communications,  including  briefs,  in  pro¬ 
test  of  the  application.  In  the  event  any 
communication  is  filed  in  protest  of  the 
a];H>lication.  the  applicant  may  file  infor¬ 
mation  relevant  to  such  protest  within 
15  days  after  the  last  date  for  filing  com- 
mimications  pursuant  to  the  preceding 
sentence  or  may  waive  the  right  to  file 
such  information.  Information  may  be 
submitted  in  connection  with  an  appli¬ 
cation  only  as  provided  in  this  section, 
unless  additional  information  is  re¬ 
quested  by  the  Supervisory  Agent  or 
otherwise  by  or  on  behalf  of  the  Board. 
Fovu:  copies  shall  be  fximished  of  any 
communication  or  information  filed  pur¬ 
suant  to  this  subparagraph. 

(4)  The  application,  together  with  all 
communications  in  favor  or  in  protest 
thereof,  shall  be  available  at  the  office 
of  the  Supervisory  Agent  during  regular 
working  hours  for  inspection  by  any  per¬ 
son  after  the  Issxiance  to  the  applicant  of 
advice  to  publish  a  notice.  Prior  thereto, 
the  application  and  the  fact  that  it  has 
been  filed  shall  be  held  as  confidential. 


(g)  Approval  by  Supervisory  Agent. 
The  Supervisory  Agent  is  authorized  to 
approve,  on  behalf  of  the  Board,  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  permission  to  establish  a 
satellite  office  if  the  following  conditions 
have  been  met: 

(1)  No  protests  have  been  made  to  the 
approval  of  the  ac^lication; 

(2)  The  Supervisory  Agent  is  of  the 
opinion  that  the  satellite  office  will  be 
located  in  the  primary  service  area  of  an 
existing  branch  or  the  home  office  of  the 
applicant  association; 

(3)  The  Supervisory  Agent  Is  of  the 
opinion  that  the  <H>eration  of  the  satellite 
office  at  its  proposed  location  will  not 
cause  undue  injury  to  properly  conducted 
existing  local  thrift  and  home-flnanclng 
institutions ; 

(4)  In  the  opinion  of  the  Supervisory 
Agent,  the  business  of  the  retail  estab¬ 
lishment  referred  to  in  paragraph  (c)(1) 
of  this  section  is  not  inappropriate  to  the 
operation  of  a  savings  and  loan  activity 
in  the  same  location; 

(5)  Operation  of  the  satellite  office 
will  not  cause  the  limitation  in  para¬ 
graph  (c)  of  this  section  on  the  num¬ 
ber  of  such  offices  to  be  exceeded;  and 

(6)  There  is  no  supervisory  objection 
to  approval  of  the  application. 

The  Supervisory  Agent  shall  disapprove 
any  application  which  does  not  meet  the 
requirements  of  subparagraph  (5)  of  this 
paragraph,  but  shall  forward  to  the 
Board  for  its  consideration,  together 
with  his  recommendation,  any  applica¬ 
tion  which  does  not  meet  the  other 
requirements  of  this  paragraph.  In  addi¬ 
tion.  the  Supervisory  Agent  shall  for¬ 
ward  to  the  Board  an  application  which, 
in  his  opinion,  should  be  approved  for  a 
shorter  period  than  the  5-year  limit 
specified  in  paragraph  (c)  of  this  section, 
together  with  his  recommendation  as  to 
the  shorter  period  for  which  the  appli¬ 
cation  should  be  approved.  The  Super¬ 
visory  Agent  is  not  required,  in  approving 
an  application  imder  this  section,  to 
obtain  assurance  that  the  requirements 
of  subdivisions  (i)  through  (iv)  of  para¬ 
graph  (c)(1)  of  this  section  will  be  met, 
since  such  requirements  are  continuing 
requirements  to  be  observed  by  the  Fed¬ 
eral  association. 

(h)  Oral  argument — (1)  General  pro¬ 
visions.  Oral  argmnent  on  the  merits  of 
any  application  filed  pursuant  to  this 
section  shall  be  heard  upon  the  written 
request  of  an  applicant  or  of  any  per¬ 
son  who  has  filed  a  communication  in 
protest  of  an  application  within  the  time 
specified  in  subparagraph  (3)  of  para¬ 
graph  (f )  of  this  section,  if  such  request 
is  received  by  the  Supervisory  Agent 
within  10  days  after  the  expiration  of 
the  time  specified  in  paragraph  (f)(3) 
of  this  section  for  filing  communications 
in  protest  of  an  application.  Such  oral 
argument  shall  also  be  heard  if  the  Su¬ 
pervisory  Agent,  after  review  of  the 
application  and  all  pertinent  informa¬ 
tion,  coxisiders  it  desirable.  When  oral 
argument  is  to  be  held,  the  Supervisory 
Agent  Shan  mail  a  notice,  fixing  the 
time  and  place  thereof,  to  the  applicant 
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and  to  all  persons  who  have  filed  a  com- 
mimication  in  protest  of  the  application. 
Such  oral  argument  shall  be  scheduled 
not  less  than  10  days  after  the  mailing 
of  the  notice. 

(2)  Procedure.  The  Supervisory  Agent, 
or  any  other  person  designated  by  the 
Board,  shall  have  authority  to  hear  oral 
argument  and  determine  all  matters  re¬ 
lating  to  the  conduct  of  such  argument. 
The  oral  argiunent  with  respect  to  any 
such  application  may  be  made  in  per¬ 
son  or  by  authorized  representatives,  but 
the  oral  argument  should  be  based  on 
written  information  which  has  been  filed 
in  connection  with  the  application.  A  rea¬ 
sonable  time  shall  be  allowed  for  oral 
argument,  but,  imless  waived,  not  less 
than  1  hour  shall  be  allowed  for  all 
oral  argument  against  an  application 
and  not  less  than  1  hour  shall  be  al¬ 
lowed  for  all  oral  argximent  in  favor  of 
an  application.  A  transcript  shall  be 
made  of  any  oral  argiunent  and  shall 
be  included  in  the  application  file. 

(i)  Reports.  Each  District  of  Columbia 
association  shall  furnish  such  reports  to 
the  Board  with  respect  to  the- operation 
of  each  satellite  office  as  the  Board  may 
require,  including  a  report  on  procure¬ 
ment  of  marketing  data  from  account- 
holders. 

(Sec.  6,  48  Stat.  133,  as  amended,  sec.  8,  48 
Stat.  134  ,as  added  by  sec.  913,  84  Stat.  1816; 
12  UJ3.C.  1464,  1466a.  Reorg.  Plan  No.  3  of 
1947,  12  FJt.  4981,  3  CFR  1943-48  Comp., 
p.  1071) 

Resolved  further  that,  since  the  issues 
involved  in  the  above  amendment  were 
the  subject  of  notice  and  public  proce¬ 
dure  in  coimection  with  a  companion 
amendment  relating  to  Federal  savings 
and  loan  associations  (37  F.R.  3549) ,  and 
the  above  amendment  would  not  remove 
any  existing  authority  of  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia  savings  and  loan  associations,  the 
Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board  hereby 
finds  that  notice  and  public  procedure 
are  unnecessary  under  the  provisions  of 
12  CFR  508.11  and  5  U.S.C.  553(b): 
and  since  the  above  amendment  provides 
new  authority  for  such  associations  and 
since  the  Board  has  determined  it  to  be 
in  the  public  interest  that  such  new  au¬ 
thority  be  implemented  without  undue 
delay,  the  Board  hereby  finds,  pursuant 
to  12  CFR  508.14  and  5  U.S.C.  553(d), 
that  there  is  good  cause  for  not  delaying 
the  effective  date  of  the  amendment  for 
the  30-day  iieriod  following  publication 
specified  in  said  provisions;  and  the 
Board  hereby  provides  that  the  amend¬ 
ment  shall  become  effective  as  herein¬ 
before  set  forth. 

By  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board. 

[seal]  Eugene  M.  Herrin, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

[FR  Doe.72-10220  FUed  7-3-72;8;51  am] 


Title  14— AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE 

Chopter  I — Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Department  of  Transportation 
SUBCHAPTER  E — AIRSPACE 

(Airspace  Docket  No.  72-EA-3S] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES, 

CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  RE¬ 
PORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone  and 
Transition  Area 

On  page  9489  of  the  Federal  Register 
for  May  11,  1972,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  published  proposed  regu¬ 
lations  which  would  alter  the  Charlottes¬ 
ville,  Va.,  Control  Zone  (37  F.R.  2069) 
and  Transition  Area  (37  F.R.  2169) . 

Interested  parties  were  given  30  days 
after  publication  in  which  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  data  or  views.  No  objections  to  the 
proposed  regulations  have  been  received. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  proposed 
regulations  are  hereby  adopted,  effective 
0901  G.m.t.,  September  14,  1972. 

(Sec.  307 (a).  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958, 
72  Stat.  749;  49  UJ3.C.  1348;  sec.  6(c),  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  Act,  49  U.S.C. 
1655(c) ) 

Issued  in  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  on  June  16, 
1972. 

Robert  H.  Stanton, 

Acting  Director,  Eastern  Region. 

1.  Amend  §  71.171  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to  de¬ 
lete  the  description  of  the  Charlottes¬ 
ville,  Va.,  control  zone  and  insert  the  fol¬ 
lowing  in  lieu  thereof : 

Within  a  5-mile  radius  of  the  center 
38'‘08'26"  N.,  78*’27'09"  W.  of  CharlottesviUe- 
Albemarle  Airport,  Charlottesville,  Va.,  and 
within  2.6  miles  each  side  of  the  022*  bearing 
from  the  Charlottesville  RBN,  extending 
from  the  5-mile  radius  zone  to  2  miles  north 
of  the  RBN. 

2.  Amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to  de¬ 
lete  the  description  of  the  Charlottes¬ 
ville,  Va..  700-foot  floor  transition  area 
and  insert  the  following  in  lieu  thereof: 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  9-mile  radius 
of  the  center  38°08'25''  N.,  78‘’27'09"  W.  of 
Charlottesville-Albemarle  Airport,  Char- 
lottesviUe,  Va.,  extending  clockwise  from  a 
340”  bearing  to  a  072”  bearing  from  the  air¬ 
port;  within  an  11.5-mile  radius  of  the  center 
of  the  airport,  extending  clockwise  from  a 
072”  bearing  to  a  166”  bearing  from  the  air¬ 
port;  within  a  13-mile  radius  of  the  center 
of  the  airport,  extending  clockwise  from  a 
166”  bearing  to  a  233”  bearing  from  the  air¬ 
port;  within  a  12.5-mlle  radius  of  the  center 
of  the  airport,  extending  clockwise  from  a 
233”  bearing  to  a  280”  bearing  from  the  air¬ 
port;  within  a  19.5-mlle  radius  of  the  center 
of  the  airport,  extending  clockwise  from  a 
280”  bearing  to  a  340”  bearing  from  the  air¬ 
port  and  within  3  miles  each  side  of  the  202” 
bearing  from  the  CharlottesvUle  RBN,  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  13-mUe  radius  arc  to  8.6 
miles  south  of  the  RBN,  excluding  the  por¬ 
tion  that  coincides  with  the  Weyers  Cave.  Va. 
transition  area. 

(FR  Doc.72-10168  Filed  7-3-72;8:46  am] 


(Airspace  Docket  No.  72-EA-37] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES, 

CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  RE¬ 
PORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area 

On  page  9489  of  the  Federal  Register 
for  May  11,  1972,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  published  a  proposed  rule 
which  would  alter  the  Gordonsville,  Va., 
Transition  Area  (37  FH.  2201) . 

Interested  parties  were  given  30  days 
after  publication  in  which  to  submit 
written  data  or  views.  No  objections  to 
the  proposed  regulation  have  been 
received. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  proposed 
regulation  is  hereby  adopted,  effective 
0901  Gjn.t.,  September  14, 1972. 

(Sec.  307(a) ,  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  72 
Stat.  749;  49  UB.C.  1348;  sec.  6(c).  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  Act.  49  UJ3.C.  1665 
(c)) 

Issued  in  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  on  June  16, 
1972. 

Robert  H.  Stanton, 
Acting  Director,  Eastern  Region. 

1.  Amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to 
delete  the  description  of  the  Gordons¬ 
ville,  Va.,  700-foot  floor  transition  area 
and  insert  the  following  in  lieu  thereof: 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  7-mlle  radius 
of  the  center  38*09'21"  N.,  78*09'69"  W.  of 
GordonsvUle  Municipal  Airport,  Qordons- 
Tllle,  Va.,  and  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the 
OordonsvUle  VORTAC  366”  radial,  extending 
from  the  7-mile  radius  area  to  the  VORTAC. 

(PR  Doc.72-10169  Piled  7-3-72;8:46  am] 


(Airspace  Docket  No.  72-EA-38] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES, 
CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  RE¬ 
PORTING  POINTS 


Alteration  of  Transition  Area 


On  page  9490  of  the  Federal  Register 
for  May  ;i,  1972,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  published  a  proposed  rule 
which  would  alter  the  South  Boston,  Va., 
Transition  Area  (37  F.R.  2287). 

Interested  parties  were  given  30  days 
after  publication  in  which  to  submit 
written  data  or  views.  No  objections  to 
the  proposed  regulation  have  been  re¬ 
ceived. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  proposed 
regulation  is  hereby  adopted,  effective 
0901  G.m.t.,  September  14,  1972. 

(Sec.  307  (a) ,  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  72 
Stat.  749;  49  UB.C.  1848;  sec.  e(c) ,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  Act,  49  U.S.C. 
1665(c) ) 


Issued  in  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  on  June  20, 
1972. 


George  M.  Gary, 
Director,  Eastern  Region. 


1.  Amend  S  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviaticm  Regulations  so  as  to 
delete  the  description  of  the  South  Bos- 
t(^  Va.,  700-foot  floor  transition  area 
and  insert  the  following  in  lieu  thereof:  ^ 
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That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  this  surface  within  a  6.5>mUe 
radius  of  the  center  36*42'46''  N.,  78*61'00" 
W.  of  William  M.  Tuck  Airport,  South  Bos¬ 
ton,  Va.,  and  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the 
South  Boston  VORTAC  076*  radial,  extend¬ 
ing  from  the  6.5-mlle-radlus  area  to  the 
VORTAC. 

[FR  Doc.72-10170  PUed  7-3-72;8:46  amj 


(Airspace  Docket  No.  72-EA-41] 

PART  71 — DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES, 
CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  RE¬ 
PORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area 


On  page  9490  of  the  Federal  Register 
for  May  11,  1972,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  published  a  proposed  rule 
which  would  alter  the  Westminister,  Md., 
transition  area  (37  F.R.  2303) . 

Interested  parties  were  given  30  days 
after  publication  in  which  to  submit 
written  data  or  views.  No  objections  to 
the  proposed  regulation  have  been  re¬ 
ceived. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  proposed 
regulation  is  hereby  adopted,  effective 
0901  G.m.t.,  September  14,  1972. 

(Sec.  307(a) ,  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  72 
8tat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348;  sec.  6(c),  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  Act,  49  n.S.C. 
1656(c)) 


Issued  in  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  on  June  20, 
1972. 


George  M.  Gary, 
Director,  Eastern  Region. 


1.  Amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to 
delete  the  description  of  the  Westmin¬ 
ster,  Md.,  700-foot  floor  transition  area 
and  insert  the  following  in  lieu  thereof: 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  6.S-mile 
radius  of  the  center  39*36’16''  N.,  77“00'16'' 
W.  of  Westminster  Airport.  Westminster, 
Md.;  within  an  8-mlle  radius  of  the  center 
of  the  airport,  extending  clockwise  from  a 
036*  bearing  from  the  airport  to  a  085*  bear¬ 
ing  from  the  airport  and  within  1.6  miles 
each  side  of  the  Westminster  VORTAC  350* 
radial,  extending  from  the  6.5-mlle-radlus 
area  to  the  VORTAC.  This  transition  area  Is 
effective  from  sunrise  to  sunset,  daUy. 


(FR  Doc.72-10171  Filed  7-3-72;8:47  am] 


(Airspace  Docket  No.  72-EA-55] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES, 
CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  RE¬ 
PORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone 

On  page  9493  of  the  Federal  Register 
for  May  11,  1972,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  published  a  proposed 
regulation  which  would  alter  the  Willow 
Grove,  Pa.,  Control  Zone  (37  P.R.  2140). 

Interested  parties  were  given  30  days 
after  publication  in  which  to  submit 
written  data  or  views.  No  objections  to 


the  proposed  regulation  have  been  re¬ 
ceived. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  prcHiosed 
regulation  is  hereby  adopted,  effective 
0901  G.m.t.,  September  14, 1972. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958, 
72  Stat.  749;  49  UB.C.  1348;  sec.  6(c)),  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation  Act.  49  VJS.C. 
1655(c)) 

Issued  in  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  on  Jime  21, 
1972. 

Robert  H.  Stanton, 
Acting  Director,  Eastern  Region. 

1.  Amend  §  71.171  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to  de¬ 
lete  in  the  description  of  the  Willow 
Grove,  Pa.,  control  zone  the  word  “Sim- 
day.”  and  insert  the  following  in  lieu 
thereof,  “Sunday  or  during  the  specific 
dates  and  times  established  in  advance 
by  a  Notice  to  Airmen.  The  effective  date 
and  time  will  thereafter  be  continuously 
published  in  the  Airman’s  Information 
Manual.” 

(FR  Doc.72-10176  FUed  7-3-72;8:47  am] 


(Airspace  Docket  No.  72-EA-45] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES, 
CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  RE¬ 
PORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area 

On  page  9491  of  the  Federal  Register 
for  May  11,  1972,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  published  a  proposed  rule 
which  would  alter  the  Easton,  Md.,  Tran¬ 
sition  Area  (37  F.R.  2186) . 

Interested  parties  were  given  30  days 
after  publication  in  which  to  submit 
written  data  or  views.  No  objections  to 
the  proposed  regulation  have  been 
received. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  proposed 
regulation  is  hereby  adopted,  effective 
0901  G.m.t.,  September  14,  1972. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958, 
72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348;  sec.  6(c),  of  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation  Act,  49  U.S.C. 
1655(c) ) 

Issued  in  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  on  Jime  21, 
1972. 

Robert  H.  Stanton, 
Acting  Director,  Eastern  Region. 

1.  Amend  5  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to 
delete  the  description  of  the  Easton,  Md., 
700-foot  fioor  transition  area  and  insert 
the  following  in  lieu  thereof : 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  6.5  mile 
radius  of  the  center  38*48'30''  N.,  76*04'30'' 
W.  of  Easton  Municipal  Airport,  and  within 
3  miles  each  side  of  the  038*  bearing  from 
the  Easton,  Md.,  RBN  38*48’25''  N.,  76*04'05" 
W.,  extending  from  the  O.S-mlle-radlus  area 
to  8.6  miles  northeast  of  the  RBN. 

(FR  Doc.72-10173  Filed  7-3-72;8:47  am] 
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(Alr^ace  Docket  No.  72-EA-42] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES, 

CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  RE¬ 
PORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area 

On  page  9491  of  the  Federal  Register 
for  May  11,  1972,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  published  a  proposed 
rule  which  would  alter  the  Frederick, 
Md.,  Transition  Area  (37  F.R.  2197) , 

Interested  parties  were  given  30  days 
after  publication  in  which  to  submit 
written  data  or  views.  No  objections  to 
the  proposed  regulation  have  been 
received. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  proposed 
regulation  is  hereby  adopted,  effective 
0901  G.m.t.,  September  14, 1972. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958, 
72  Stat.  749;  49  UJS.C.  1348;  sec.  e(c).  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation  Act,  49  UB.C. 
1655(c)) 

Issued  in  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  on  June  21, 
1972. 

Robert  H.  Stanton, 
Acting  Director,  Eastern  Region. 

1.  Amend  §  71.71  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to 
delete  the  description  of  the  Frederick, 
Md.,  700-foot  fioor  transition  area  and 
insert  the  following  in  lieu  thereof: 

That  air^ace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  an  8-mUe 
radius  of  the  center  39*25'00"  N.,  77*22’30'' 
W.  of  Frederick  Municipal  Airport,  Frederick, 
Md.;  within  a  16-mile  radius  of  the  center  of 
the  airport,  extending  clockwise  from  a  245* 
bearing  to  a  350*  bearing  from  the  airport 
and  within  3  miles  each  side  of  the  Frederick 
VOR  032*  radial,  extending  from  the  8-mlle 
radius  area  to  8.5  miles  nm^heast  of  the  VOR, 
excluding  the  portion  within  P-40. 

(FR  Doc.72-10172  Filed  7-3-72;8:47  am] 


(Airspace  Docket  No.  72-EA-46] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES, 
CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE  AND  RE¬ 
PORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area 

On  page  9491  of  the  Federal  Register 
for  May  11,  1972,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  published  a  proposed 
rule  which  would  alter  the  Fulton,  N.Y., 
Transition  Area  (37  F.R.  2198) . 

Interested  parties  were  given  30  days 
after  publication  in  which  to  submit 
written  data  or  views.  No  objections  to 
the  proposed  regulations  have  been 
received. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  proposed 
regulation  is  hereby  adopted,  effective 
0901  G.m.t.,  September  14, 1972. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958, 
72  Stat.  749;  49  UB.C.  1348;  sec.  6(c).  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation  Act,  49  U.8.C. 
1655(c)) 
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Issued  in  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  on  June  16, 
1972. 

Robert  H.  Stanton, 

Acting  Director.  Eastern  Region. 

1.  Amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71,  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  by  adding  a  1,200- 
foot  floor  transition  area  to  the  descrip¬ 
tion  of  the  Pulton,  N.Y.,  Transition  Area 
as  follows: 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  1,200 
feet  above  the  surface  within  5.5  mUes  each 
side  of  the  Syracuse,  N.Y.  344*  radial  extend¬ 
ing  from  the  VORTAC  to  the  United  States/ 
Canadian  border;  and  within  5  miles  each 
Bide  of  the  Watertown,  N.Y.,  309*  radial  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  VORTAC  to  the  United 
States/Canadian  b<Mder. 

[FR  Doc.72-10174  Filed  7-3-72:8:47  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  72-EA-51  ] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES, 

CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  RE¬ 
PORTING  POINTS 

Designation  of  Transition  Area 

On  page  9492  of  the  Federal  Register 
for  May  11,  1972,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  published  a  proposed  rule 
which  would  designate  a  Georgetown, 
Del.,  Transition  Area. 

Interested  parties  were  given  30  days 
after  publication  in  which  to  submit 
written  data  or  views.  No  objections  to 
the  proposed  regulations  have  been 
received. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  proposed 
regulation  is  hereby  adopted,  effective 
0901  G.m.t.,  September  14,  1972. 

(Sec.  307(a).  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958, 
72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348;  sec.  6(c),  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation  Act,  49  UR.C. 
1655(c)) 

Issued  in  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  on  June  16, 
1972. 

Robert  H.  Stanton, 

Acting  Director.  Eastern  Region. 

1.  Amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to 
designate  a  Georgetown,  Del.,  700-foot 
floor  transition  area  as  follows: 

Georgetown,  Del. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  6.5-mlle 
radius  of  the  center  38*41'23''  N.,  75*21'38" 
W.  of  Sussex  County  Airport,  Georgetown, 
Del.,  and  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the 
Waterloo,  Del.,  VORTAC  225*  radial  extend¬ 
ing  frcxn  the  6.5-mlle  radius  area  to  the 
VORTAC. 

(FR  Doc.72-10176  Filed  7-3-72;8:47  am] 


SUBCHAPTER  F — AIR  TRAFFIC  AND  GENERAL 
OPERATING  RULES 

[Reg.  Docket  No.  12031;  Arndt.  95-221] 

PART  95— IFR  ALTITUDES 
Miscellaneous  Changes 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
Part  95  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  to  make  changes  in  the  IFR  alti¬ 
tudes  at  which  all  aircraft  shall  be  flown 
over  a  specified  route  or  portion  thereof. 


These  altitudes,  when  used  in  conjunc¬ 
tion  with  the  current  changeover  points 
for  the  routes  or  portions  thereof,  also 
assure  navigational  coverage  that  is 
adequate  and  free  of  frequency  inter¬ 
ference  for  that  route  or  portion  thereof. 

As  a  situation  exists  which  demands 
immediate  action  in  the  interest  of 
safety,  I  find  that  compliance  with  the 
notice  and  procedure  provisions  of  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act  is  imprac¬ 
ticable  and  that  good  cause  exists  for 
making  this  amendment  effective  within 
less  than  30  days  from  publication. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (24  F.R.  5662), 
Part  95  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  amended,  effective  July  20,  1972, 
as  follows: 

1.  By  amending  Subpart  C  as  follows: 

From,  to  and  ME  A 

Section  95.101  Amber  Federal  airway 
1  is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

storey  INT,  Alaska;  *  Anchorage,  Alaska  LFR 
•6,700 — MCA  Anchorage  LFR,  E-bound; 
••8,100— MOCA;  ••S.OOO. 

Anchorage,  Alaska  LFR;  Skwentna,  Alaska 
LFR:  4,400. 

PuntUla  Lake,  Alaska  LF/RBN;  •Farewell, 
Alaska,  LFR;  •8,600— MCA  Farewell  LFR 
E-bound;  •9,600— MOCA;  10,000. 

Section  95.239  Red  Federal  airway  39 
Is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

McGrath,  Alaska  LFR;  Mlnchumina,  Alaska 
LF/RBN;  5,000. 

Mlnchumina,  Alaska  LF/RBN;  Nenana, 
Alaska  LFR;  4,600. 

Nenana,  Alaska  LFR;  Fairbanks,  Alaska  LFR; 
3,700. 

Section  95.48  Green  Federal  airway  8 
is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Cold  Bay,  Alaska  LFR;  Marlin  INT,  Alaska; 
4.500. 

Marlin  INT,  Alaska;  Crab  INT,  Alaska; 
(VHF/UHF  Communications  available 
5,000  ft.  and  above,  HF  only  below  5,000 
ft.);  3.000. 

Crab  INT,  Alaska;  King  Salmon,  Alaska  LFR; 
VHF/UHF  Communications  avaUable 
9,000  ft.  and  above,  HF  only  below  9,000 
ft  );  3,000. 

Section  95.51  Green  Federal  airway  11 
is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Marlin  INT,  Alaska;  Port  Heiden,  Alaska  LF/ 
RBN;  •1,900— MOCA;  •3,000. 

Section  95.1001  Direct  routes — U.S.  is 
amended  to  delete: 

Harrison  INT,  Ga.;  Norcross,  Ga.  VOR;  3,000. 

Section  95.1001  Direct  routes — U.S.  is 
amended  by  adding: 

ClarksvUle,  Tenn.  VOR;  Claymour  INT,  Ky.; 

•1,700— MOCA;  ^3,000. 

Vanleer  INT,  Tenn.;  Clarksville.  Tenn.  VOR; 

•2,000— MOCA;  ^2,300.  MAA— 6,000. 
Twentynlne  Palms,  Calif.  VORTAC;  Goffs, 
Calif.  VORTAC;  1,800.  MAA— 41,000.  COP 
51  OPS. 

Oavlota,  Calif.  VORTAC;  San  Luis  Obispo, 
Calif.  VORTAC;  18,000.  MAA— 41,000.  COP 
San  Luis  Obispo,  Calif.  VORTAC;  Big  Bur, 
Calif.  VORTAC;  18,000.  MAA — 41,000. 
Julian.  Calif.  VORTAC;  Bostonia  INT,  Calif.; 
18.000.  MAA — 41,000. 

North  Bend,  Oreg.  VORTAC;  Eugene,  Oreg. 

VORTAC;  18,000.  MAA — 41,000. 

Yakima.  Wash.  VORTAC;  Pasco,  Wash.  VOR; 
18,000.  COP  58  YKM. 


McCall,  Idaho  VORTAC;  Twin  Falls,  Idaho 
VORTAC;  18,000.  COP  116  MYL. 

Mina,  Nev.  VORTAC;  Battle  Mountain,  Nev. 
VORTAC;  18,000. 

Battle  Mountain,  Nev.  VORTAC:  Twin  Falls, 
Idaho  VORTAC;  •MEA  is  established  with 
a  gap  In  navigation  signal  coverage. 
•18,000. 

Oar  INT,  Alaska  (Control  1,400);  •2,000 — 
MCXIA;  Anchorage  Oceanic  Control,  East 
Boundary;  •O.OOO. 

Fluke  INT,  Alaska  (Control  1,483);  Anchor¬ 
age  Oceanic  Control,  East  Boundary; 
3,000. 

Coaldale,  Nev.  VOR;  Lake  Tahoe,  Calif. 

VOR;  15,000.  MAA— 39,000, 

Ventura,  Calif.  VOR;  •25,00<>— MCA  INT 
310M  rad  Ventura  VOR  and  152M  rad 
Los  Banos  VOR,  Southeastbound;  •INT 
310M  rad  Ventura  VOR  and  152M  rad  Los 
Banos  VOR;  25,000.  MAA — 29,000. 

INT  310M  rad  Ventura  VOR  and  152M  rad 
Los  Banos  VOR;  Los  Banos,  Calif.  VOR; 
18,000.  MAA— 29.000. 

Section  95.1001  Direct  routes — U.S.  is 
amended  to  read  in  part: 

Wilma  INT,  Fla.;  •7,000— MCA  Teresa  INT, 
E-bound;  ••1,400— MOCA;  ‘Teresa  INT, 
Fla.;  ••7,000. 

Natchez.  Miss.  VOR;  Via  R-290  HEZ/R-180 
MLU;  Monroe,  La.  VOR;  3,000. 

Kodiak,  Alaska,  LFR  (Control  1,217);  Marble 
INT,  Alaska;  4.000. 

EUng  Salmon,  Alaska  LFR  (Control  1,401); 

Herring  INT,  Alaska;  3,000. 

Bethel,  Alaska  LF/RBN  (Control  1,483); 
•2,500 — MRA  HF  Communications  required 
below  2,500  ft.;  ••1,400— MOCA;  ‘Fluke 
INT.  Alaska;  • ‘2,000. 

Section  95.5000  High  Altitude  RNAV 
Routes: 

From /To  total  distance;  changeover  point 
distance  from  geographic  location;  track 
angle;  MEA;  and  MAA 

J881R  Is  amended  to  read  In  part: 
Carleton,  Mich.  W/P;  Rosewood,  Ohio 
VORTAC:  108.0;  54.4,  Carleton,  41*10'07” 
N.,  83*45'15''  W.;  193*/013*  to  COP,  195*/ 
015*  to  Rosewood;  18,000;  45,000. 

Rosewood,  Ohio  VORTAC;  Greentree,  Ky. 
W/P;  127.5;  63.7,  Rosewood.  39*13'36''  N., 
83*58'27"  W.;  178*/358*  to  COP  176*/ 
356*  to  Greentree;  18,0<X);  45,000. 
Greentree.  Ky.  W/P;  Lanier,  Oa.  W/P;  230.3; 
109.3,  Greentree,  36*20'28''  N.,  83*47'46  " 
W.;  175* /355*  to  COP,  180*/360*  to  La¬ 
nier;  18,000;  45,000. 

J895R  is  deleted; 

Section  95.5500  High  altitude  RNAV 
routes: 

J902R  is  emended  to  read  in  part: 
Sherwood,  Ore.  W/P.  Hyatt,  Ore.  W/P;  175.9; 
85.2,  Sherwood,  43*56*59''  N.,  122*39*57" 
W.;  150°/330*  to  COP.  152*/332*  to  Hyatt; 
18,000;  45,000. 

Hyatt,  Ore.  W/P.  Kirkwood.  Calif.  W/P;  140.6; 
81.7,  Hyatt.  41*06*39"  N..  122*03*68"  W.; 
162*/332*  to  COP,  163*/333*  to  Kirkwood; 
18,000;  45,000. 

J925R  is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Sand,  Neb.  W/P,  Denver,  Colo.  VORTAC; 
198.4;  113.4,  Sand  40*40*40"  N.,  103°14'24** 
W.;  226*/046*  to  COP,  221*/041*  to  Denver; 
18,000;  45,000. 

J939R  is  sunended  to  read  in  part; 

Heldy,  Minn.  W/P,  Turtle  Creek,  S.D.  W/P; 
120.6;  60.3,  Heldy.  44*26*36"  N..  97*19*33" 
W.,  280*/100*  to  COP,  278* /098’  to  Turtle 
Creek;  18,000;  45,000. 

J940R  Is  amended  by  adding: 

Dlckeyvllle.  Wls.  W/P,  O'Hare.  Ill.  W/P; 
126.4;  62.7,  Dlckeyvlle,  42*22*49"  N..  89* 
12*28"  W.;  109*/289*  to  COP,  110*/290*  to 
O’Hare;  18,000;  46,000. 

J940R  Is  amended  to  read  In  part: 
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Avery,  Ida.  W/P,  Holter,  Mont.  W/P;  166.6; 
86.6,  Avery.  47*00'36”  N.,  113*35'18''  W.; 
076°/266*  to  COP,  079*/259*  to  Holter; 
18.000;  45,000. 

J950R  is  amended  to  read  In  part: 
Refinery,  Tex.  W/P,  Scurry,  Tex.  W/P;  166.5; 

78.3,  Refinery,  31°16'42''  N„  96*44'18"  W.; 
329V149*  to  COP,  329V149*  to  Scurry; 
18,000;  45,000. 

Scurry,  Tex.  W/P,  Dibble,  Okla.  W/P;  172.6; 

86.3,  Scurry,  33“49'03''  N.,  96*55'30"  W.; 
331*/161*  to  COP,  331V161"  to  Dibble; 
18,000;  45,000. 

J954R  is  deleted: 

J957R  Is  deleted: 

Section  95.6002  VOR  Federal  airway  2 
is  amended  to  read  in  piart: 

•Seaweed  INT,  Wls.;  *3,600— MRA;  •  *2,000 — 
MOCA;  Muskegon,  Mich.,  VOR;  **2,600. 
Muskegon,  Mich.,  VOR:  *2,100— MOCA;  Sara¬ 
nac  INT,  Mich.;  *2,600. 

Section  95.6003  VOR  Federal  airway  3 
Is  amended  to  delete: 

Daytona  Beach,  Pla.,  VOR  via  E  alter; 
*3,600 — MRA.;  **1,300 — MOCA;  *Croaker 
INT, Fla.,  via E alter;  **1,600. 

Croaker  INT,  Pla.,  via  E  alter;  *3,600 — MRA; 
**1,100— MOCA;  *Marlon  INT,  Fla.,  via 
E  alter;  **2,000. 

Marlon  INT,  Fla.,  via  E  alter;  *1,100— MOCA; 

Palm  Valley  INT,  Fla.,  via  E  alter;  *2,000. 
Palm  Valley  INT,  Fla.,  via  E  alter;  *1,300 — 
MOCA;  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  VOR  via  E  alter; 
*1,600. 

Jacksonville,  Pla.,  VOR  via  E  alter;  *5,000 — 
MRA;  **1,300 — MOCA;  *St,  Andrews  INT, 
Oa.,  via  E  alter;  **1,500. 

St.  Andrews  INT,  Oa.,  via  E  alter;  *3,000 — 
MRA;  **1,200 — MOCA;  *Starfi8h  INT,  Fla., 
Via  E  alter;  *  *2,000, 

Starfish  INT,  Oa.,  via  E  alter;  *5.000— MBA; 
**1,100 — ^MOCA;  *Catherlne  INT,  Oa.,  via 
E  alter;  **3,000. 

Catherine  INT,  Oa.,  via  E  alter;  *6,600 — 
MBA;  **1,500— MOCA;  *Keller  INT,  Oa., 
via  E  alter;  *  *2,000. 

Keller  INT,  Oa.,  via  E  alter;  *1,500— MOCA; 
Savannah,  Oa.,  VOR  via  E  alter;  *2,000. 

Section  95.6006  VOR  Federal  airway  6 
is  amended  to  read  in  part  : 

Brighton  INT,  Ind.;  *2,400— MOCA;  Pioneer 
INT,  Ohio;  *4,000. 

Section  95.6007  VOR  Federal  airway  7 
is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Blscayne  Bay,  Pla.,  VOR;  *1,300— MOCA; 

Westland  INT,  Pla.;  *2,000. 

Lafayette,  Ind.,  VOR;  *2,100— MOCA;  Chi¬ 
cago  Hgts.,  ni.,  VOR;  *2,500. 

•Niles  INT,  Ill.;  *3,000— MCA  Niles  INT, 
northbound;  Evanston  INT,  Ill.;  3,000. 

Section  95.6008  VOR  Federal  airway  8 
is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Ling  INT,  Calif.;  *2,800— MCA  Wilmington 
INT,  westbound;  *  Wilmington  INT,  Calif.; 

3,200. 

Section  95.6009  VOR  Federal  airway  9 
is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Leevllle,  La.,  VOR;  *1,600— MOCA;  Pirate 
INT,  La.;  *2,600. 

Herman  INT,  Mich.;  *3,200— MOCA;  Hough¬ 
ton.  Mich.,  VOR;  *3,600. 

Section  95.6010  VOR  Federal  airway  10 
is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Naperville,  m.,  VOR  via  N  alter.;  *3,000— 
MCA  Surf  INT,  westbound;  *Surf  INT,  Ill., 
via  N  alter.;  3,000. 

Section  95.6015  VOR  Federal  airway  IS 
is  amended  to  read  in  part: 


Humble,  Tex.  VOR  via  E  alter.;  *1,700— 
MOCA;  Whitehall  INT,  Tex.,  vU  E  alter.; 
*1,900. 

Navasota.  Tex.  VOR;  *1,600— MOCA;  Wash¬ 
ington  INT,  Tex.;  *1,900. 

Washington  INT,  Tex.;  *1,700— MOCA;  Col¬ 
lege  SUtion,  Tex.,  VOR;  *  1 .900. 
Independence  INT,  Tex.  via  W  alter.;  *1,800 — 
MOCA;  College  Station,  Tex.,  VOR  via  W 
alter.;  *1,900. 

College  Station,  Tex.  VOR  via  W  alter.;  An¬ 
thony  INT,  Tex.,  via  W  alter.;  1,800. 
Anthony  INT,  Tex.  via  W  alter.;  *1,800— 
MOCA;  Oause  INT,  Tex.,  via  W  alter.; 
*2,500. 

Section  95.6017  VOR  Federal  airway  17 
is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

McAllen,  Tex.  VOR;  *1,600— MOCA;  Factory 
INT,  Tex.;  *1,800.  MAA— 9,000. 

Factory  INT,  Tex.;  *1,500— MOCA;  McCook 
INT,  Tex.;  *1,800.  MAA— 9,000. 

Austin,  Tex.  VOR;  *4,000— MRA;  **2,200— 
MOCA;  *Georgetown  INT,  Tex.;  **2,500. 
Georgetown  INT,  Tex.;  *2,200— MOCA;  Wal- 
burg  INT,  Tex.;  *2,600. 

Austin.  Tex.  VOR  via  E  alter.;  *2,200— MOCA; 
Hutto  INT,  Tex.,  via  E  alter.;  *2,700. 

Section  95.6019  VOR  Federal  airway  19 
is  amended  to  read  in  p>art; 

Albuquerque,  N.M.,  VOR;  *11,600— MCA 
SanU  Pe  VOR,  E-bound;  *  *8,700— MOCA; 
•Santa  Pe,  N.M.,  VOR;  *  *9,000. 

Section  95.6023  VOR  Federal  airway  23 
is  amended  to  read  in  p>art: 

Curtin  INT,  Oreg.;  Eugene.  Oreg.,  VOR;  SE- 
bound,  6,000;  NW-bound,  4,000. 

Section  95.6025  VOR  Federal  airway 
25  is  amended  to  read  in  part : 

Albacore  INT,  Calif.,  *2,700 — MCA  Permin 
INT,  NW-bound;  *Permin  INT,  Calif.; 
2,100. 

Fermin  INT,  Calif.,  *2,700— MCA  Hermosa 
INT,  SE-bound;  *  Hermosa  INT.  Calif.; 

3,200. 

Section  95.6035  VOR  Federal  airway  35 
is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

St.  Petersburg,  Fla.,  VOR  via  W  alter.; 
*4,000— MRA;  *5,000— MCA  Crayfish  INT, 
N-bound;  **1,400— MOCA;  *Crayflsh  INT, 
Fla.,  via  W  alter.;  *  *2,000. 

Section  95.6037  VOR  Federal  airway  37 
is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Elkins,  W.  Va.,  VOR;  Tygart  INT,  W.  Va.; 
5.000. 

Tygart  INT.  W.  Va.;  Morgantown,  W.  Va., 
VOR;  4,000. 

Section  95.6042  VOR  Federal  airway  42 
is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Flint,  Mich.,  VOR;  *2,600— MOCA;  Plains 
INT,  Mich.;  *3,000. 

Section  95.6049  VOR  Federal  airway  49 
is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Rountree  INT,  Ala.,  *2,200 — MOCA;  Decatur, 
Ala.,  VOR;  *3,000, 

Section  95.6051  VOR  Federal  airway  51 
is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Lafayette,  Ind.,  VOR;  *2,100— MOCA,  Chi¬ 
cago  Hgts.,  Ill.,  VOR;  *2,600. 

Section  95.6064  VOR  Federal  airway  64 
is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Ling  INT,  Calif.;  *2,800— MCA  Wilmington 
INT,  W-bound;  *  Wilmington  INT,  Calif.; 

3,200. 

Section  95.6071  VOR  Federal  airway  71 
is  amended  to  read  in  part: 


Natchez,  Miss  ,  VOR;  *4,000— MRA;  **1,800— 
MOCA;  *Baskln  INT,  La.;  •  *8,000. 

Baskin  INT.  LA.;  *1.900— MOCA;  Monroe, 
La.  LOM;  *2,000. 

Section  95.6097  VOR  Federal  airway  97 
is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

St.  Petersburg,  Fla.,  VOR  via  W  alter.; 
*4,000- MRA;  **1,400— MOCA;  *Crayfish 
INT,  Pla.,  via  W  alter.;  **2,000. 

Nelson  INT,  Oa.;  *6,200— MOCA;  Murphy 
INT,  N.C.;  *9,000. 

Lafayette.  Ind.,  VOR;  *2,100— MOCA,  Chi¬ 
cago  Hgts.,  Ill.,  VOR;  *2,600. 

Section  95.6116  VOR  Federal  airway 
Jf  1 6  is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Naperville,  HI..  VOR;  *3,000— MCA  Surf  INT. 
westbound;  *Surf  INT,  Ill.;  3,000. 

Section  95.6139  VOi2  Federal  airway 
139  is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Porpoise  INT,  N.J.;  *3,000— MOCA;  Beach 
INT,  N.Y.;  *3.500. 

Beach  INT.  N.Y.;  *1,500— MOCA;  Hampton, 
N.Y.,  VOR:  *2,500. 

Section  95.6157  VOR  Federal  airway 
157  is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Flamingo  INT,  Fla.,  via  W  alter.;  *3,100 — 
MRA;  **1.500— MOCA;  *  Vega  INT,  Pla.,  via 
Walter.;  **5,000. 

Vega  INT,  Fla.,  via  W  alter.;  *2,300— MRA; 
**1,600— MOCA;  *Semlnole  INT,  Fla.,  via 
Walter.;  **3,100. 

Section  95.6173  VOR  Federal  airway 
173  is  amended  to  delete: 

Capital,  ni.,  VOR;  *2,000— MOCA;  Kenney 
INT,  Ill.;  *2,300. 

Kenney  INT,  ni.;  Roberts,  HI.,  VOR;  2,500. 
Roberts.  HI.,  VOR;  *2,000— MOCA;  Manteno 
INT.  HI.;  *2,500. 

Section  95.6173  VOR  Federal  airway 
173  is  amended  by  adding: 

Capital,  HI..  VOR;  *2,000— MOCA;  Kenny 
INT,  HI.;  *2,300, 

Kenny  INT.  Ill.;  *6,000— MCA  Thorpe  INT, 
NE-bound;  *Thorpe  INT,  HI.;  2,500. 
Thorpe  INT,  HI.;  *2,300— MOCA;  Herscher 
INT,  HI.;  *6,000. 

Herscher  INT.  Ill.;  *2,000— MOCA;  Manteno 
INT,  Ill.;  *2,500. 

Section  95.6191  VOR  Federal  airway 
191  is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Roberts,  Ill.,  VOR;  *2,100— MOCA;  Herscher 
INT,  Ill.;  *2,600. 

Herscher  INT,  Ill.;  *2,000— MOCA;  Manteno 
INT,  Ill.;  *2,500. 

Section  95.6198  VOR  Federal  airway 
1 98  is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Section  95.6216  VOR  Federal  airway 
216  is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

White  Lake.  La.,  VOR;  *1,500— MOCA;  Rich 
INT,  La.;  *2,000. 

•Wind  Lake  INT,  Wls.;  *3,000— MRA; 

**2,300— MOCA;  Pike  INT,  Wis.;  **4,000. 

Section  95.6218  VOR  Federal  airway 
218  is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Naperville,  HI.,  VOR;  *3,000— MCA  Surf  INT, 
W-bound:  *Surf  INT.  Ill.;  3,000. 

Section  95.6229  VOR  Federal  airway 
229  is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Hartford,  Conn.,  VOR;  *2,100— MOCA;  Eagle 
INT,  Corm.;  *3,000. 

Section  95.6232  VOR  Federal  airway 
232  is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Chardon,  Ohio,  VOR;  Hadley  INT,  Pa.;  3,000. 
Hadley  INT,  Pa.;  Franklin,  Pa.,  VOR; 
3,300. 
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Section  95.6233  VOR  Federal  airway 
223  is  amended  by  adding: 

Capital,  ni.,  VOR:  •2,000— MOCA;  Kenny 
INT,  ni.;  *2,300.  Kenny  INT,  ni.;  Roberta, 
m.,  VOR;  2,500. 

Section  95.6287  VOR  Federal  airway 
287  is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Carr  INT.  Wash.;  LofaU  INT,  Wash.;  5,000. 

Section  95.6289  VOR  Federal  airway 
289  is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Fort  Smith,  Ark.,  VOR:  *4,000 — MCA  Mul¬ 
berry  INT,  NE-bound:  **2,500— MOCA; 
•Mulberry  INT,  Ark.;  **3,000.  Mulberry 
INT,  Ark.;  *3,500 — MOCA;  Harrison,  Ark., 
VOR;  *4,000. 

Section  95.6303  VOR  Federal  airway 
303  is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Hot  Springs,  Ark.,  VOR;  *2,900 — MRA; 

•Avant  INT,  Ark.;  2,500. 

Avant  INT,  Ark.;  *4,000 — MCA  Blue  Moun¬ 
tain  INT,  SE-bound;  **3,600— MOCA; 
•Blue  Mountain  INT,  Ark.;  **4,500. 

Section  95.6308  VOR  Federal  airway 
308  is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Porpoise  INT,  N.J.;  *3,000— MOCA;  Beach 
INT,  N.Y.;  *3,500. 

Beach  INT,  N.Y.;  *1,500— MOCA;  Hampton, 
N.Y.,VOR:  *1,500. 

Section  95.6452  VOR  Federal  airway 
452  is  amended  to  read  in  part : 

Woods  INT,  Oreg.;  Kalmath  Falls,  Oreg.,  VOR, 
SE-bound,  NW-bound;  9,000,  10,000. 

Section  95.6456  VOR  Federal  airway 
456  is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

King  Salmon,  Alaska,  VOR;  *2,900 — MOCA; 

Sugarlocd  DME  Fix,  Alaska;  *3,000. 
Bugarloaf  DME  Fix,  Alaska;  *4,500 — MOCA; 

Big  Mountain  INT,  Alaska;  *5,000. 

Kenal,  Alaska,  VOR;  Swanson  DME  Fix, 
Alaska;  2,000. 

Swanson  DME  Fix,  Alaska;  Anchorage, 
Alaska,  VOR;  2,000. 

Section  95.7166  Jet  route  No.  166  is 
amended  by  adding: 

Roswell,  N.M.,  VORTAC;  Wichita  Falls,  Tex., 
VORTAC;  *18,000;  45,000. 

*MEA  Is  established  with  a  gap  in  naviga¬ 
tion  signal  coverage. 

2.  By  amending  Subpart  D  as  follows: 
Section  95.8003  VOR  Federal  airway 
changeover  points: 

From;  to  and  changeover  point  distance  from 
V-51  Is  amended  to  read  in  part : 
Shelbyville,  Ind.  VOR;  Lafayette,  Ind.  VOR; 
50;  ShelbyvUle. 

V-97  is  amended  to  read  in  part: 
Shelb3rvUle,  Ind.  VOR;  Lafayette,  Ind.  VOR; 
50;  ShelbyvUle. 

V-159  is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Vero  Beach,  Fla  VOR;  Orlando,  Fla.  VOR;  32; 
Vero  Beach. 

(Secs.  307, 1110,  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958, 
49  UB.C.  1348, 1510) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on 
June  23,  1972. 

J.  A.  Ferrarese, 

Acting  Director, 
Flight  Standards  Service. 
[FR  Doc.72-10030  FUed  7-3-72;8:45  amj 


Title  15— COMMERCE  AND 
FOREIGN  TRADE 

Chapter  X — Office  of  Foreign  Direct 

Investments,  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce 

PART  1000— FOREIGN  DIRECT 
INVESTMENT  REGULATIONS 

Transfer  of  Capital 

Editorial  Note:  The  Foreign  Direct  In¬ 
vestment  Regulations  appear  in  Title  15, 
Chapter  X,  Part  1000  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  (CFR).  All  sections  of  the  For¬ 
eign  Direct  Investment  Regulations  con¬ 
tained  in  CFR  are  preceded  by  the  designa¬ 
tion  “1000"  (e.g.  {  1000.312).  The  “1000”  pre¬ 
fix  has,  for  convenience,  been  eliminated 
from  the  section  references  contained  In  the 
explanatory  material  below.  The  abbrevia¬ 
tions  “DI”  and  “APN”  are  used  to  refer 
to  “direct  Investor"  and  “affiliated  foreign 
national." 

The  Office  of  Foreign  Direct  Invest¬ 
ments  (the  Office)  has  determined  that 
the  export  credit  exemption  under  the 
Federal  Reserve  Foreign  Credit  Restraint 
Program  (FRFCRP)  permits  DI’s  to  cir¬ 
cumvent  the  disallowance  of  credit  under 
the  Foreign  Direct  Investment  Regula¬ 
tions  (the  regulations)  for  certain  U.S.- 
source  transfers  to  a  DI.  DI’s  have  been 
able  to  gain  the  advantages  of  negative 
transfers  of  capital  under  the  regula¬ 
tions  where  there  is  no  net  Inflow  of 
capital  to  the  United  States  and  no  cov¬ 
erage  under  the  FRFiTRP  for  the  imder- 
lying  U.S.-source  funds.  If  such  circum¬ 
vention  were  to  continue  in  substantial 
amount,  the  U.S.  balance  of  payments 
position  would  be  adversely  affected. 

Accordingly,  the  Office  hereby  adopts 
an  amendment  to  the  regulations,  pro¬ 
viding  that  the  use  of  U.S. -source  financ¬ 
ing  to  reduce  export  credit  extended  by 
a  DI  to  its  AFN’s  will  not  constitute  a 
negative  trensfer  of  capital  imder  the 
regulations,  if  the  U.S.-source  financing 
is  exempt  from  restraint  imder  the 
FRFCRP. 

Under  Its  liberalized  policy  for  export 
credit  relief  (announced  in  Memorandum 
for  DI’s  dated  June  16,  1972),  however, 
the  Office  will  make  appropriate  adjust¬ 
ments  that  will  enable  specific  authori¬ 
zation  of  positive  direct  investment  re¬ 
flecting  the  credits  extended  by  the  DI 
for  1972  increases  in  its  exports  to  AFN’s, 
even  if  those  credits  are  paid  down  by 
the  use  of  the  FRFCRP-exempt  U.S.- 
source  financing  referred  to  above.  To 
this  end,  the  Memorandum  for  Direct 
Investors  dated  June  16,  1972,  has  been 
amended  by  adding  the  following  para¬ 
graph  at  the  bottom  of  page  4: 

Where  SMEC  computed  under  the  last 
paragraph  has  been  reduced  or  limited  as  a 
result  of  payments  (derived  from  United 
States  sources)  that  by  virtue  of  S  312(c) 
(4)  or  (12),  as  applicable  commencing  July  1, 
1972,  do  not  constitute  transfers  of  capital, 
SMEC  will  be  appropriately  adjusted  for  pur¬ 
poses  of  application  for  merchandise  export 


credit  relief.  In  general,  DI’s  may  anticipate 
that  such  adjustment  will  provide  for  export 
credit  relief  within  these  guidelines  as  if 
SMEC  were  not  limited  or  reduced  by  such 
payments. 

To  assure  compliance  with  the 
amended  regulations,  DI’s  transferring 
AFN  export-related  paper  or  receivables 
to  foreign  nationals  (Including  foreign 
banks  and  branches  of  U.S.  banks) ,  and 
AFN’s  borrowing  from  U.S.  ban^  or 
other  financial  institutions  or  from  for¬ 
eign  nationals  to  pay  for  experts,  should 
make  the  following  inquiries:  (1)  where 
such  transaction  is  with  a  foreign  na¬ 
tional,  whether  a  borrowing  from  a  U.S. 
bank  or  other  financial  institution  is 
made  by  such  foreign  national  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  such  transaction,  and  if  so 
whether  the  financial  institution  charged 
such  borrowing  against  its  ceiling;  (2) 
where  an  AFN  borrows  directly  from  a 
U.S.  bank  or  other  financial  institution, 
whether  the  borrowing  is  charged  against 
the  FRFCRP  ceiling  of  such  financial 
institution.  ’The  results  of  such  inquiries 
should  be  retained  in  the  books  and  rec¬ 
ords  of  the  DI. 

Advance  notice  of  proposed  rulemak¬ 
ing  would  tend  to  defeat  the  purpose  of 
the  present  amendment  to  the  regula¬ 
tions,  to  the  detriment  of  the  U.S.  bal¬ 
ance  of  payments,  by  providing  DI’s  a 
continued  opportunity  to  engage  in  cir¬ 
cumventing  transactions  in  anticipation 
of  the  regulatory  change.  Hence  it  is 
found  that  notice  and  public  procedures 
prior  to  promulgation  would  be  contrary 
to  the  public  interest,  and  that  there  is 
good  cause  to  make  this  amendment 
effective  immediately. 

’The  text  of  the  amendment  is  as 
follows: 

Section  1000.312(c)  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  1000.312  Transfers  of  capital. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(c)  •  •  • 

(4)  A  transfer  described  in  paragraph 
(b)(5)  of  this  section  unless  the  transfer 
is  made  (i)  to  a  foreign  national  or  (ii) 
to  a  bank  or  other  financial  institution 
certified  as  subject  to  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  Foreign  Credit  Restraint  Program 
and  the  transfer  is  charged  against  the 
ceiling  of  such  bank  or  institution  under 
such  Program:  Provided.  ’Hiat  on  or  after 
July  1, 1972,  if  the  transfer  is  to  a  foreign 
national  of  a  debt  obligation  and  a  bor¬ 
rowing  from  a  bank  or  other  financial 
institution  certified  as  subject  to  such 
Program  is  made  by  such  foreign  na¬ 
tional  in  order  to  enable  such  transfer, 
such  borrowing  is  charged  against  the 
ceiling  of  such  bank  or  institution  under 
such  Program;  And  provided  further. 
That,  if  the  transfer  is  of  a  debt  obliga¬ 
tion  and  does  not  constitute  a  transfer 
of  capital  because  of  this  paragraph,  the 
repayment  of  such  debt  obligation  by  the 
affiliated  foreign  national  to  a  person 
vithin  the  United  States  or  to  such  for¬ 
eign  national  shall  be  deemed  a  transfer 
of  capital  by  the  affiliated  foreign 
national. 

•  •  •  •  • 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  37,  NO.  129— TUESDAY,  JULY  4.  1972 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


13173 


(12)  A  transaction  described  in  para¬ 
graph  (b)(1)  or  (3)  of  this  section  made 
on  or  after  July  1.  1972.  if  a  borrowing 
from  a  bank  or  other  financial  institution 
certified  as  subject  to  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  Foreign  Credit  Restraint  Program 
is  made  by  the  affiliated  foreign  national 
or  any  other  foreign  national  in  order  to 
enable  such  transaction,  unless  such  bor¬ 
rowing  is  charged  against  the  ceiling  of 
such  bank  or  institution  imder  such  Pro¬ 
gram:  Provided,  That,  if  the  transaction 
does  not  constitute  a  transfer  of  capitcd 
because  of  this  paragraph,  the  repayment 
by  the  affiliated  foreign  national  of  such 
borrowing  to  such  bank  or  other  financial 
institution,  or  the  repayment  by  the 
affiliated  foreign  national  of  Its  borrow¬ 
ing  from  another  foreign  national  of  pro¬ 
ceeds  of  such  borrowing  from  such  l>ank 
or  other  financial  institution,  shall  be 
deemed  a  trsmsfer  of  capital  by  such 
affiliated  foreign  national. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(Sec.  5,  Act  of  Oct.  6.  1917,  40  Stat.  415,  as 
amended.  12  U.S.C.  95a;  HO.  11387,  Jan.  1, 
1968,  33  FM.  47) 

The  amendment  hereby  adopted  shall 
be  effective  upon  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register  (7-4-72)  and  appli¬ 
cable  to  all  transactions  occurring  on  or 
after  July  1,  1972. 

June  30,  1972. 

William  V.  Hoyt, 
Director,  Office 

of  Foreign  Direct  Investments. 

(PR  Doc.72-10267  PUed  7-3-72:8:52  am) 

Title  16— COMMERCIAL 
PRACTICES 

Chapter  I — Federal  Trade 
Commission 

(Docket  No.  8820o] 

PART  13 — PROHIBITED  TRADE 
PRACTICES 

Ohio  Christian  College  et  al. 

Subpart — Advertising  falsely  or  mis¬ 
leadingly;  S  13.15  Business  status,  ad¬ 
vantages,  or  connections:  13.15-125  In¬ 
dividual  or  private  business  being;  13.15- 
125(e)  College:  13.15-225  Personnel  or 
staff;  13.15-255  Reputation,  success,  or 
standing:  §  13.85  Government  approval, 
action,  connection,  or  standards:  13.85-5 
Accreditation  of  correspondence  courses, 
etc.;  §  13.215  Seals,  emblems,  or  awards. 
Subpart — Using  misleading  name — Ven¬ 
dor:  §  13.2410  Individual  or  private 
business  being  educational,  religious,  or 
research  institution  or  organization. 
(Sec.  6.  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.S.C.  46.  Interprets 
or  applies  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended; 
15  U.S.C.  45)  [Cease  and  desist  order,  Ohio 
Christian  College  (of  Calvary  Grace  Christian 
Churches  of  Palth,  Inc.)  et  al.,  Columbus, 
Ohio,  Docket  No.  8820,  May  19,  1972] 


In  the  Matter  of  Ohio  Christian  Col¬ 
lege  (of  Calvary  Grace  Christian 
Churches  of  Faith,  Inc.),  a  Corpo¬ 
ration,  Alpha  Psi  Omega  Society,  a 
Corporation,  Alvin  O.  Langdon, 
Leeta  O.  Langdon.  Gene  Thompson 
and  Jerry  Weiner,  Individually  and 
as  Officers  of  Said  Corporations, 
and  Alvin  O.  Langdon,  an  Individual 
Trading  as  National  Educational  Ac¬ 
crediting  Association 

Order  requiring  a  Columbus,  Ohio,  cor¬ 
respondence  school  to  cease  using  the 
word  “college”  or  any  similar  misrepre¬ 
sentation,  conferring  any  academic  de¬ 
grees,  misrepresenting  respondent  as 
having  resident  classes  and  accredited 
curricula,  implying  that  the  State  of 
Ohio  or  any  other  governmental  body 
recognized  respondents’  programs,  mis¬ 
representing  respondents’  offer  a  unique 
method  of  instruction,  using  the  name 
“National  Educational  Accrediting  As¬ 
sociation,”  and  misrepresenting  that  any 
of  respondents’  businesses  is  a  bona  fide 
organization  of  guidance  counselors. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist,  includ¬ 
ing  further  order  requiring  report  of 
compliance  therewith,  is  as  follows: 

It  is  ordered,  ’That  the  Respondents, 
Ohio  Christian  College  (of  Calvary 
Grace  Christian  Churches  of  Faith, 
Inc.),  a  corporation,  and  Alpha  Psi 
Omega  Society,  a  corporation,  and  their 
respective  officers,  and  Alvin  O.  Lang- 
don,  Leeta  O.  Langdon,  (3ene  Thompson 
and  Jerry  Weiner,  individually,  and 
Alvin  O.  Langdon,  an  individual  trading 
and  doing  business  as  National  Educa¬ 
tional  Accrediting  Association  or  under 
any  other  name  or  names,  and  respond¬ 
ents’  agents,  representatives  and  em¬ 
ployees,  their  successors  or  assigns,  di¬ 
rectly  or  through  any  corporate  or  other 
device,  in  connection  with  the  advertis¬ 
ing,  offering  for  sale,  sale  or  distribution 
of  correspondence  courses,  diplomas, 
certificates  of  membership  or  accredita¬ 
tion  in  commerce,  as  “commerce”  is  de¬ 
fined  in  the  Federal  Trade  Commission 
Act,  do  forthwith  cease  and  desist  from: 

1.  Using  the  word  “college”  or  any 
other  word  or  words  of  similar  import  or 
meaning  as  a  part  of  a  corporate  or 
trade  name,  or  in  any  other  manner,  to 
describe  or  designate  any  of  respond¬ 
ents’  businesses;  misrepresenting,  in  any 
manner,  the  nature,  character,  or  affilia¬ 
tion  of  any  of  respondents’  businesses. 

2.  Conferring  or  offering  to  confer 
upon  anyone  any  academic  degree. 

3.  Representing,  directly  or  by  implica¬ 
tion,  that: 

(a)  Any  of  respondents’  businesses: 
Offers  resident  classes;  is  accredited  by 
a  recognized  accrediting  agency;  offers 
a  curriculum  or  course  of  study  which  is 
accredited  by  a  recognized  accrediting 
agency;  or  has  a  staff  of  faculty  mem¬ 
bers  who  are  trained  and  competent  to 
teach  the  courses  of  a  properly  accred¬ 
ited  and  recognized  college; 

(b)  The  diplomas  offered  by  respond¬ 
ents  are  recognized  as  signifying  com¬ 
pletion  of  an  academic  course,  or  that 
the  recipients  of  respondents’  diplomas 
will  be  recognized  as  having  satisfactor¬ 


ily  completed  a  properly  accredited  cur¬ 
riculum  In  any  field; 

(c)  Recipients  of  respondents*  di¬ 
plomas  will  be  entitled  to  and  will  re¬ 
ceive  the  same  honors,  privileges  and 
rights  that  recipients  of  diplomas  from 
schools  accredited  by  a  recognized  ac¬ 
crediting  agency  are  entitled  to  receive; 

(d)  Respondents’  correspondence 
courses  contain  all  of  the  subject  mat¬ 
ter  or  material,  study  or  curriculum 
hours  included  in  courses  covering  the 
same  or  similar  subjects  offered  by  a 
school  accredited  by  a  recognized  ac¬ 
crediting  agency; 

(e)  ’The  State  of  Ohio,  or  any  other 
governmental  or  political  division, 
agency  or  body,  has  approved  or  recog¬ 
nized  the  respondents’  courses,  diplomas 
or  degrees; 

(f)  Ohio  Christian  College  (of  Cal¬ 
vary  Grace  Christian  Chinches  of  Faith, 
Inc.)  offers  and  is  using  a  unique  method 
of  instruction  and  study  that  is  widely 
approved  and  accepted  by  educational 
authorities;  or  misrepresenting,  in  any 
manner,  respondents*  instructional 
methods. 

4.  Using  the  name  “National  Educa¬ 
tional  Accrediting  Association”,  or  any 
other  name  or  names  of  similar  import 
or  meaning,  or  representing,  in  any 
other  manner,  directly  or  by  implication, 
that  respondents’  business  is  that  of  a 
bona  fide  accrediting  agency  for  schools 
or  that  respondents  have  any  connec¬ 
tion  of  any  kind  with  the  National  Edu¬ 
cation  Association;  misrepresenting,  in 
any  manner,  the  character,  purpose  or 
affiliation  of  any  of  respondents* 
businesses. 

5.  (a)  Using  the  word  “society”  or  any 
other  word  or  words  of  similar  import  or 
meaning  as  a  part  of  a  corporate  or 
trade  name,  or  in  any  manner,  to  de¬ 
scribe  or  designate  any  of  respondents’ 
businesses; 

(b)  Representing,  directly,  or  by  im¬ 
plication,  that  any  of  respondents’  busi¬ 
nesses  is  a  bona  fide  organization  of 
guidance  counselors  or  other  persons  in¬ 
terested  in  the  field  of  coimseling  Joined 
together  for  common  interest  or  that 
respondents  have  founded,  sponsor  or 
maintain  a  home  for  homeless  boys; 
misrepresenting,  in  any  manner,  the  na¬ 
ture  or  purpose  of  any  of  respondents’ 
businesses  or  the  use  made  of  the  monies 
received  by  any  of  respondents’ 
businesses. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  respond¬ 
ent  Alvin  O.  Langdon  shall  forthwith: 
(1)  Send  by  registered  mail  a  copy  of 
this  order  to  each  corporation,  firm  or 
individual  granted  accreditation  by  Na¬ 
tional  Educational  Accrediting  Associa¬ 
tion  and  (2)  send  a  copy  of  this  order 
by  ordinary  mail  to  the  last  known  ad¬ 
dress  of  each  person  awarded  a  diploma 
or  degree  by  Ohio  Christian  College  or 
holding  a  membership  in  Alpha  Psi 
Omega  Society. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  re¬ 
spondents  notify  the  Commission  at  least 
thirty  (30)  days  prior  to  any  proposed 
change  in  either  Ohio  Christian  College 
or  Alpha  Psi  Omega  Society  such  as 
dissolution,  assignment  or  sale  resulting 
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in  the  emergence  of  a  successor  corpo¬ 
ration,  the  creation  or  dissolution  of 
subsidiaries,  or  any  other  change  in  the 
corporations,  or  any  of  them,  which  may 
affect  compliance  obligations  arising  out 
of  this  order. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  respond¬ 
ents  herein  shall,  within  sixty  (60)  days 
after  this  order  becomes  final,  file  with 
the  Commission  a  report  in  wilting  set¬ 
ting  forth  in  detail  the  manner  and  form 
in  which  they  have  complied  with  this 
order. 

Issued:  May  19, 1972. 

By  the  Commission.  Commissioner 
MacIntyre  concius  in  the  result  as  to 
the  individual  respondents. 

[seal]  Charles  A.  Tobin, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-10142  Piled  7-3-72;8:45  «n] 


Title  21— FOOD  AND  DROGS 

Chapter  I — Food  and  Drug  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Department  of  Health,  Ed¬ 
ucation,  and  Welfare 
SUBCHAPTER  B — FOOD  AND  FOOD  PRODUCTS 

PART  121~FOOD  ADDITIVES 

Subpart  C — Food  Additives  Permitted 
in  the  Feed  and  Drinking  Water  of 
Animals  or  for  the  Treatment  of 
Food-Producing  Animals 
Diatomaceous  Earth 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and 
Drugs,  having  evaluated  data  in  a  pe¬ 
tition  (MP-3427V)  filed  by  Eagle-Picher 
Industries,  Inc.,  American  Building, 
Cincinnati,  Ohio  45202,  and  other  rele¬ 
vant  material,  concludes  that  the  food 
additive  regulations  should  be  amended 
as  set  forth  below  to  provide  for  the 
safe  use  of  diatomaceous  earth  contain¬ 
ing  a  maximum  of  20  parts  per  million 
arsenic,  as  As. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (sec.  409(c)(1),  72  Stat.  1786;  21 
UB.C.  348(c)(1))  and  under  authority 
delegated  to  the  Commissioner  (21  CFR 
2.120),  §  121.322  Diatomaceous  earth  is 
amended  in  paragraph  (b)  in  the  speci¬ 
fications  for  arsenic  by  changing  “not 
more  than  1.5  parts  per  million  as  As’* 
to  read  “not  more  than  20  parts  per 
million  as  As.” 

Any  person  who  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  foregoing  order  may  at  any 
time  within  30  days  after  its  date  of 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register  file 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  Room 
6-88,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD 
20852,  written  objections  thereto  in  quin- 
tuplicate.  Objections  shall  show  wherein 
the  person  filing  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fect^  by  the  order  and  specify  with  par- 
cularilty  the  provisions  of  the  order 
deemed  objectionable  and  the  grounds 
for  the  objections.  If  a  hearing  is  re¬ 
quested,  the  objections  must  state  the 
issues  for  the  hearing.  A  hearing  aill  be 


granted  if  the  objections  are  supported 
by  groimds  legally  sufficient  to  Justify  the 
relief  sought.  Objections  may  be  accom¬ 
panied  by  a  memorandum  or  brief  in 
support  thereof.  Received  objections  may 
be  seen  in  the  above  office  during  work¬ 
ing  hours,  Monday  through  Friday. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  become 
effective  on  its  date  of  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register  (7-4-72). 

(Sec.  409(c)(1),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C. 
348(c)(1)) 

Dated;  June  26, 1972. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 
Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

[FR  Doc.72-10134  FUed  7-3-72; 8: 51  am] 

Title  25— INDIANS 

Chapter  I — Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs, 
Department  of  the  Interior 

PART  221— OPERATION  AND 
MAINTENANCE  CHARGES 

San  Carlos  Indian  Irrigation  Project, 
Ariz. 

On  page  10507  of  the  Federal  Register 
of  May  24,  1972,  there  was  published  a 
notice  of  intention  to  amend  §5  221.65, 
221.66,  221.70,  221,71,  221.72,  of  Title  25, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations.  Interested 
persons  were  given  30  days  within  which 
to  submit  written  comments,  suggestions, 
or  objections  with  respect  to  the  pro¬ 
posed  amendments.  No  comments,  sug¬ 
gestions,  nor  objections  have  been  re¬ 
ceived,  and  the  proposed  amendments 
are  hereby  adopts  without  change  as 
set  forth  below. 

§  221.65  Aneeasmont,  villago8,  towns, 
and  schools. 

(a)  Such  project  water  as  shall  be 
available  may  be  delivered  to  the  villages, 
towns,  and  schools,  not  included  in  the 
designated  area  of  the  San  Carlos  Irri¬ 
gation  Project,  for  the  irrigation  of  lawns 
and  gardens.  Beginning  on  July  1,  1972, 
and  until  further  order,  the  charge  for 
such  service  shall  be  $15  per  acre-foot 
of  water  delivered,  payable  in  advance 
of  delivery. 

(b)  The  delivery  of  water  and  the  col¬ 
lection  therefor  shall  be  made  by  the 
San  Carlos  Irrigation  and  Drainage  Dis¬ 
trict.  It  is  agreed  that,  for  the  balance 
of  the  season  of  1972,  commencing  on 
July  1,  1972,  the  District  shall  retain 
$7.50  per  acre-foot  on  which  collection 
shall  be  made,  as  its  compensation  for 
rendering  the  service.  The  remainder  of 
the  collections  shall  be  paid  to  the  Proj¬ 
ect  Engineer  for  the  San  Carlos  Irriga¬ 
tion  Project  for  the  benefit  of  the  joint 
works. 

§  221.66  Modlficalion. 

Sections  221.63-221.65  are  subject  to 
modification  for  future  years  by  the  issu¬ 
ance  and  publicaticm  of  changes  thereto. 

§  221.70  Charges. 

Pursuant  to  the  Act  of  May  18,  1916 
(39  Stat.  130),  and  supplementary  acts. 


and  an  agreement  with  the  landowners 
(ximmonly  ccdled  the  Florence-Casa 
Orande  landowners’  agreement,  the  t^ier- 
ation  and  maintenance  charges,  includ¬ 
ing  the  administratiem  of  the  Oila  River 
Decree,  which  shall  be  assessed  against 
privately  owned  lands  of  the  Florence- 
Casa  Grande  Irrigation  Project,  are 
hereby  fixed  at  $7.50  per  acre  for  the 
calendar  year  1973  and  until  further 
notice. 

§  221.71  Time  of  payment. 

The  per  acre  charge  fixed  in  §  221.70 
for  the  privately  owned  land  shall  be  paid 
on  or  before  March  1  of  each  year.  Upon 
payment  of  the  annual  per  acre  charge 
fixed  by  section  221.70,  each  acre  of  such 
land  shall  be  entitled  to  receive  its  proper 
proportionate  share  of  the  available 
water  supply  as  provided  for  by  the  Flor- 
ence-Casa  Orande  landowners’  agree¬ 
ment  referred  to  in  $  221.70. 

§  221.72  Conditions. 

The  San  Carlos  irrigatiem  and  Drain¬ 
age  District,  pursuant  to  §S  221.69ar- 
221.69m,  Shan  collect  the  charges  as  pro¬ 
vided  for  in  5S  221.70  and  221.71,  and 
shall  make  delivery  of  water  to  the  lands 
of  the  Floraice-Casa  Grande  Project. 
The  District  shall  be  compensated  for 
such  service  at  the  rate  of  $5  per  acre 
for  each  acre  to  which  water  shall  be  de¬ 
livered  and  the  charges  collected,  and 
shall  pay  the  balance  of  such  amount  to 
the  Project  Engineer  of  the  San  Carlos 
Irrigation  Project  for  the  benefit  of  the 
joint  works. 

CTharles  D.  Worthman, 

Acting  Assistant  Area  Director. 

(Economic  Development) . 
IFR  Doc.72-10148  Filed  7-3-72:8:46  am] 

Title  31— MDNEY  AND 
FINANCE;  TREASURY 

Chapter  II — Fiscal  Service, 
Department  of  the  Treasury 

PART  210— PAYMENT  OF  DISBURS¬ 
ING  OFFICERS’  CHECKS  DRAWN 
ON  THE  TREASURER  OF  THE  UNITED 
STATES  AND  SIGNED  IN  THE  NAMES 
OF  DISBURSING  OFFICERS  BY  DES¬ 
IGNATED  EMPLOYEES 

PART  226— PURCHASE  OF  SURETY 
BONDS  TO  COVER  CIVILIAN  OFFI¬ 
CERS  AND  EMPLOYEES  AND  MILI- 
TARY  PERSONNEL  IN  EXECUTIVE 
BRANCH  OF  THE  FEDERAL  GOV¬ 
ERNMENT 

Revocations 

Correction 

F.R.  Doc.  72-9875,  appearing  at  page 
12797  of  the  Issue  for  Thursday, 
June  29, 1972,  should  begin  with  a  refer¬ 
ence  to  “Public  Law  92-310“  instead  of 
“Public  Law  91-310”. 
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Title  32— NATIONAL  DEFENSE 

Chapter  VII — Department  of  the 
Air  Force 

SUBCHAPTER  A — ADMINISTRATION 

PART  809— ISSUE  AND  CONTROL  OF 
IDENTIFICATION  CARDS 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

Correction 

In  F.R.  Doc.  72-9651  appearing  at  page 
12619  of  the  issue  of  Tuesday,  June  27. 
1972,  the  following  changes  should  be 
made: 

1.  In  S  809.22  Expiration  date  to 
enter  in  item  3,  DD  Form  1173  (see 
notes).,  a  cwnma  should  be  inserted  in 
the  first  line  of  the  «itry  in  the  third 
column  opposite  line  11. 

2.  In  §  809.23  Chart  of  entitlement  to 
"benefits  and  privileges.,  the  following 
changes  should  be  made: 

a.  In  the  first  column,  the  second  word 
of  item  14c.,  now  reading  “legltmate”, 
should  read  “legitimate”. 

b.  The  second  line  of  Note  7,  now  end¬ 
ing  with  a  period  (“.”) ,  should  end  with 
a  hyphen  . 

c.  The  third  line  of  Note  7,  now  end¬ 
ing  with  a  hyphen  (“-”) ,  should  end  with 
a  period 

SUBCHAPTER  N — WAKE  ISLAND 

PART  935— WAKE  ISLAND  CODE 

Correction 

In  F.R.  Doc.  72-9461  appearing  at  page 
12384  of  the  issue  for  Friday,  June  23, 
1972,  the  following  changes  should  be 
made: 

1.  In  the  table  of  contents  for  Subpart 
G,  the  entry  between  §§  935.66  and 
935.68,  now  reading  “935.55  Violations 
of  Subparts  O  or  P  of  Appeals.”,  should 
be  deleted,  and  the  following  substi¬ 
tuted:  “935.67  Jurisdiction  of  the  Court 
of  Appeals.” 

2.  In  !  935.41(d).  a  comma  should  be 
Inserted  immediately  following  the  word 
“film”  in  the  third  line. 

3.  In  5  935.80(d),  the  word  “therefor” 
in  the  tenth  line  should  read  “therefore”. 

4.  In  §  935.100(a).  the  following 
changes  should  be  made:  a.  The  second 
word  in  the  fifth  line,  now  reading 
“whcih”,  should  read  “which”. 

b.  The  tenth  line  should  read  as 
follows:  “Court  may  direct  a  forfeiture 
of  the”. 

5.  In  §  935.111  the  word  “groups”  in 
the  seventh  line  should  read  “grounds”. 

Title  41— PUBLIC  CONTRACTS 
AND  PROPERTY  MANAGEMENT 

Chapter  9 — ^Atomic  Energy 
Commission 

MISCELLANEOUS  AMENDMENTS  TO 
CHAPTER 

1.  Sections  9-4.5004  Authority  of 
Managers  of  Field  Offices  to  negoti¬ 


ate  statutory  indemnity  agreements. 
9-4.5005,  Substantial  nuclear  incident, 
and  9-4.5011.  General  contract  authority 
indemnity,  all  references  in  these  sec- 
ticms  to  the  “Assistant  General  Manager 
for  Operations”  have  been  changed  to 
read  the  "Assistant  General  Manager  for 
Administration.” 

2.  Section  9-5.5207-4  Radium  and  ra¬ 
dium  compounds.  Because  of  insufficient 
activity,  the  AEC’s  centralized  radium 
program  has  been  discontinued.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  this  §  9-5.5207-4  is  deleted. 

3.  Section  9-7.5005-24  Pricing  of  ad¬ 
justments.  This  new  section  is  added  to 
implement  FPR  1-7.101-37. 

4.  Section  9-15.5008-2  Cost  data.  This 
section  is  deleted  and  reserved  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  contradiction  in  policy  created 
by  issuance  of  FPR  l-3.807-c(2)  regard¬ 
ing  the  application  of  cost  principles 
when  costs  are  a  factor  in  determining 
a  contract  price. 

5.  Section  9-51.101  Headquarters  re¬ 
view  and  approval  of  field  office  contract 
actions.  In  paragraph  (a)  (1)  of 
§  951.101,  the  references  to  “New  York” 
and  the  “Brookhaven  Office”  are  deleted. 
In  paragraph  (a)  (3)  of  §  9-51.101,  the 
reference  to  the  “Division  of  Raw  Mate¬ 
rials”  is  changed  to  the  “Division  of  Pro¬ 
duction  and  Materials  Mani^ement.” 

6.  Section  9-53.106  Assigned  contract 
prefixes.  Under  the  “Active  Offices,” 
“Field  Installations”  listing  the  prefix  for 
Kansas  City  is  corrected  to  read 
“AT(23-3).”  Under  the  “Inactive  Of¬ 
fices,”  “Field  Installations”  listing  the 
prefix  for  Sandla  is  corrected  to  read 
“AT(29-3).” 

7.  Section  9-53.202  Procurement  of¬ 
fice  symbols.  The  order  prefixes  for 
Brookhaven  and  Chicago  are  corrected. 

PART  9-4— SPECIAL  TYPES  AND 
METHODS  OF  PROCUREMENT 

1.  Subpart  9-4.50,  Indemnification  of 
AEC  Contractors,  is  amended  as  set  forth 
below. 

a.  In  §  9-4.5004  Authority  of  Man¬ 
agers  of  Field  Offices  to  negotiate  statu¬ 
tory  indemnity  agreements,  paragr'^ji.' 
(b)  is  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  9—4.5004  Authority  of  Managers  of 
Field  Offices  to  negotiate  statutory 
indemnity  agreements. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  Pursuant  to  S  9-4.5005,  Managers 
of  Field  Offices  are  authorize  to  enter 
into  a  statutory  indemnity  agreement 
whenever  it  has  been  determined  that  a 
contractor  in  subparagraph  (2)  of  S  9- 
4.5001(a)  is  engaged  in  activities  involv¬ 
ing  the  risk  of  public  liability  for  a  sub¬ 
stantial  nuclear  incident.  Such  a  deter¬ 
mination  may  be  based  upon  either  the 
risk  of  liability  for  the  occurrence  of  a 
substantial  nuclear  incident  in  the 
course  of  performance  of  the  contract 
work  or  the  risk  of  liability  for  a  sub¬ 
stantial  nuclear  incident  caused  by  a 
product  delivered  to  or  for  AEC  imder 
the  contract  where  such  product  is  ex¬ 
pected  to  be  used  in  connection  with  a 
facility  or  device  not  covered  by  a  statu¬ 
tory  indemnity  agreement.  If,  pursuant 
to  §  9-4.5005,  a  Manager  of  a  Held  Office 


determines  that  the  maximum  conceiva¬ 
ble  damage  which  could  result  from  a 
nuclear  incident  arising  in  the  course 
of  a  contractor’s  activities  falls  between 
$1  million  and  $60  million,  he  shall  sub¬ 
mit  the  proposed  indemnification  with  a 
recommendation,  and  all  supporting 
data,  to  the  Assistant  General  Man¬ 
ager  for  Administration  for  appropriate 
action. 

b.  Section  9-4.5005,  Substantial  nu¬ 
clear  incident,  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  9—4.5005  Siibsituiiliul  nuclear  incident. 

With  respect  to  subparagraph  (2)  of 
§  9-4.5001  (a),  and  pursuant  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  S  9-4.5004,  a  Manager  of  a 
Field  Office  may  be  required  to  deter¬ 
mine  whether  a  contractor’s  activities 
involve  the  risk  of  public  liability  for  a 
substantial  nuclear  Incident  and  thus 
make  the  contractor  eligible  to  obtain 
a  statutory  indemnity  agreement  from 
the  AEC.  The  determination  by  a  Man¬ 
ager  of  a  Field  Office  shall  be  based  on 
the  following  criteria: 

If,  after  a  study  of  the  maximum  conceiv¬ 
able  damage  which  can  result  from  an  In¬ 
cident  arising  out  of  or  In  connection  with 
the  contractor’s  activities,  the  Manager  of 
a  Field  Office  concludes  that  the  maximum 
conceivable  damage  per  incident  to  property 
and  persons  Is  $60  million  or  more,  then  the 
contractor  may  be  found  to  be  under  a  risk 
of  public  liability  for  a  substantial  nuclear 
incident  and  the  Manager  of  a  Field  Office 
Is  authorized  to  execute  a  statutory  indem¬ 
nity  agreement  under  such  a  contract.  If 
such  a  study  of  the  maximum  conceivable 
damage  indicates  a  figure  of  $1  mUllon  or 
less,  the  contractor  should  not  be  con¬ 
sidered  to  have  a  risk  of  public  llabUlty  for 
a  substantial  nuclear  incident  and.  there¬ 
fore,  should  not  be  made  a  party  to  a  statu¬ 
tory  indemnity  agreement.  If  the  study  In¬ 
dicates  that  the  maximum  conceivable  dam¬ 
age  falls  between  $1  million  and  $60  mil¬ 
lion,  the  Manager  of  a  Field  Office  will  sub¬ 
mit  the  proposed  indemnification  of  such 
contractor  to  the  Assistant  General  Man¬ 
ager  for  Administration  with  a  recommen¬ 
dation  and  all  supporting  data. 

The  Assistant  General  Manager  and  Ad¬ 
ministration,  on  such  a  recommendation, 
may  take  one  of  the  following  actions: 

(a)  Determine  that  the  contractor  Is  un¬ 
der  risk  of  public  liability  for  a  substantial 
nuclear  Incident  and  that  the  contractor 
should  be  extended  a  statutory  Indemnity 
agreement. 

(b)  Determine  that  the  contractor  should 
not  be  extended  a  statutory  Indemnity.  In 
this  case  the  Assistant  General  Manager  t<x 
Administration  may  authorize  the  Manager 
of  a  Field  Office  to  authorize  the  contractor 
to  pmehase  nuclear  liability  insurance  or  to 
offer  the  contractor  a  general  authority  In¬ 
demnity  agreement. 

c.  In  9  9-4.5011,  General  contract  au¬ 
thority  indemnity,  paragraph  (d)  is  re¬ 
vised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  9—4.5011  General  eontraet  authority 

indemnity. 

*  •  •  •  • 

(d)  If  circumstances  as  mentioned  in 
paragraph  (b)  or  (c)  of  this  section  do 
arise,  it  shall  be  the  responsibility  of  the 
Managers  of  a  Field  Office  to  submit  to 
the  Assistant  General  Manager  for  Ad- 
Inlstration  for  his  review  and  decision 
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all  pertinent  information  concerning  the 
need  for  or  desirability  of  providing  a 
general  authority  indemnity  to  an  AEG 
contractor. 

•  •  «  •  • 


PART  9-5 — SPECIAL  AND  DIRECTED 
SOURCES  OF  SUPPLY 

§  9-5.5207-4  [ReM*r>ed] 

2.  In  Subpart  9-5.52,  Procurement  of 
Special  Items,  S  9-5.5207-4,  Radium  and 
radium  compounds,  is  deleted  and  re¬ 
served. 


PART  9-7— CONTRACT  CLAUSES 

3.  In  Subpart  9-7.50,  Use  of  Standard 
Clauses,  under  §  9-7.5005,  Standard  FPR 
clauses  not  included  in  §  9-7.5004.  a  new 
S  9-7.5005-24  is  added  as  follows: 

§  9—7.5005—24  Pricing  of  adjuslnicnls. 

See  FPR  1-7.101-37. 


PART  9-15 — CONTRACT  COST 
PRINCIPLES  AND  PROCEDURES 

§  9-1 5.5008-2  [  Re««er>  cd  ] 

4.  In  Subpart  9-15.50,  Cost  Principles 
and  Procedures,  §  9-15.5008-2,  Cost  data. 
is  deleted  and  reserved. 


PART  9-51— REVIEW  AND 
APPROVAL  OF  CONTRACT  ACTIONS 

5.  In  Subpart  9-51.1,  Headquarters 
Review  and  Approval  of  Field  OflBce  Con¬ 
tract  Actions,  paragraphs  (a)  (1)  and 
(3)  of  §  9-51.101,  General  instructions 
regarding  submission  to  Headquarters, 
is  revised  to  read  as  follows : 

§  9—51.101  General  instructions  regard¬ 
ing  submission  to  Headquarters. 

(a)  •  •  • 

(1)  ITie  field  offices  at  Chicago,  Rich¬ 
land,  Nevada,  Idaho,  Oak  Ridge,  Savan¬ 
nah  River,  San  Francisco,  and  Albuquer¬ 
que  will  communicate  directly  with  the 
Director,  Division  of  Contracts,  on  all 
contract  actions  requiring  Headquarters 
consideration. 

•  •  *  •  « 

(3)  The  Grand  Junction  Office  will 
communicate  directly  with  the  Division 
of  Production  and  Materials  Manage¬ 
ment  on  all  contract  actions  requiring 
Headquarters  consideration. 

•  •  •  •  • 


PART  9-53— NUMBERING  AND  DIS¬ 
TRIBUTION  OF  CONTRACTS  AND 
ORDERS 

6.  In  Subpart  9-53.100,  Contracts, 
S  9-53.106,  Assigned  contract  prefixes, 
is  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  9—53.106  Assigned  ccmtraet  prefixes. 

Prefixes  for  AEC  contract  numbers 
for  the  various  field  installations  and 
headquarters  divisions  are  set  forth 
below: 


Active  Opfices 

Contract 

Field  installations:  prefix 

San  Francisco _ _  AT(04-3)- 

Grand  Junction _  AT(05-1)- 

Idaho  Falls... .  AT(lO-l)- 

Cblcago _ _ _  AT  (11-1)- 

Paducah  _  AT(15-1)- 

Kansas  City _  AT{23-3)- 

Nevada  _  AT  (26-1)- 

New  Brunswick _  AT  (28-1)- 

Los  Alamos _  AT(29-1)- 

Albuquerque  _  AT  (29-2)- 

Brookbaven  _  AT  (30-2  )- 

Schenectady  _  AT  (30-3)- 

Dayton  . . .  AT  (33-1)- 

Portsmouth  _  AT(33-2)- 

Pittsburgb  _  AT(36-1)- 

Savannah  River _  AT  (38-1)- 

Oak  Ridge .  AT(40-1)- 

Rlchland  .  AT(45-1)- 

Puerto  Rico _  AT(61-1)- 

Headquarters: 

Headquarters  Services _  AT  (49-1)- 

Oeneral  Mantiger _  AT(49-2)- 

Mllltary  Application _  AT (49-3)- 

Productlon  and  Materials 

Management  _  AT (49-4)- 

Reactor  Development  and 

Technology  _  AT  (49-5)- 

Blomedical  and  Environmen¬ 
tal  Research _  AT  (49-7)- 

Pbyslcal  Research _  AT  (49-8)- 

Personnel  _  AT(49-13)- 

International  Programs _  AT  (49-14)- 

Space  Nuclear  S3rstems _  AT (49-15)- 

Management  Information 
and  Telecommunications 

Systems _  AT(49-17)- 

Contracts  _  AT  (49-18)- 

Applied  Technology _  AT  (49-19)- 

Controlled  Thermonuclear 

Research  _  AT(49-20)- 

Office  of  Information  Serv¬ 
ices  .  AT(49-21)- 

Waste  Management  and 

Transportation  _  AT  (49-22  )- 

Nuclear  Materials  Security.  AT  (49-23)- 
Jolnt  AEC/NASA  Space  Nu¬ 
clear  System  OflBce _  SNSO- 

Jolnt  AEC/NASA  Space  Nu¬ 
clear  Systems  OflBce — 

Nevada _ _ _  SNSN- 

iNAcnvE  Offices 
Field  Installations: 

Los  Angeles _  AT  (04-1)- 

Berkeley  _  AT(04-2)- 

Canoga  Park _  AT(04-4)- 

Rocky  Flats _  AT  (05-2)- 

Hartford  _  AT(06-1)- 

WUmlngton  _  AT(07-1)- 

Spoon  River _  AT  (11-2)- 

lowa  (Burlington) _  AT(13-1)- 

Ames  _  AT(13-2)- 

Detrolt  . . .  AT(20-1)- 

Centerllne  _  AT  (20-2)- 

St.  Louis . .  AT  (23-2)- 

Prlnceton  _  AT  (28-2)- 

SandU _  AT  (29-3)- 

New  York.. .  AT(30-1)- 

Lockland  _  AT  (33-3)- 

Fernald . . .  AT(33-4)- 

Pantex .  AT(41-1)- 

MUwaukee  .  AT  (47-1)- 

Eniwetok  _  AT(60-1)- 

Headquarters: 

Raw  Materials _  AT(49-6)- 

Speclal  Projects _ _ _ _  AT(49-9)- 

Labor  Relations _ AT(49-10)- 

Isotopes  Development _  AT(49-11)- 

Technlcal  Information _  AT(49-12)- 

Peaceful  Nuclear  Explosives.  AT(49-16)- 
Space  Nuclear  Propulsion...  8NP- 


7.  In  Subpaxt  9-53.200,  Orders, 
§  9-53.202,  Procurement  office  symbols, 
is  revised  to  read  as  follows: 


§  9—53.202  Procurement  office  symbols. 

The  symbols  assigned  for  the  purpose 
of  identifying  AEC  procurement  offices 
on  purchase  orders  issued  by  them  are  set 


forth  as  follows: 

Order 

Procurement  office:  prefix 

Albuquerque _  AL- 

Brookhaven _  BH- 

Cblcago _  CH- 

Dayton -  DA- 

Grand  Junction _  GJ- 

Idaho  Falls _  ID- 

Kansas  City _  KC- 

Los  Alamos _  LS- 

New  Brunswick _  NB- 

Nevada _  NV- 

Oak  Ridge _  OR- 

Paducab _  PD- 

Portsmoutb _  PM- 

Plttsburgh _  PN- 

Puerto  Rico _  PR- 

Richland _  rL- 

San  Francisco _  SF- 

Savannah  River _  SR- 

Headquarters  Services _  WA- 


(Sec.  161,  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as 
amended,  68  Stat.  948,  42  U.S.C.  2201;  sec. 
205,  of  Federal  Property  and  Administrative 
Services  Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  63  Stat. 
390.  40  U.S.C.  486) 

Effective  date.  These  amendments  are 
effective  upon  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register  (7-4-72). 


Dated  at  Germantown,  Md.,  this  27th 
day  of  Jime  1972. 


For  the  U.S.  Atomic  Energy  Commis¬ 
sion. 


Joseph  L.  Smith, 
Director.  Division  of  Contracts, 
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Title  42— PUBLIC  HEALTH 

Chapter  I — Public  Health  Service, 
Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare 

SUBCHAPTER  D — GRANTS 

PART  57— GRANTS  FOR  CONSTRUC¬ 
TION  OF  HEALTH  RESEARCH  FA¬ 
CILITIES  (INCLUDING  MENTAL  RE¬ 
TARDATION  RESEARCH  FACILITIES), 
TEACHING  FACILITIES,  STUDENT 
LOANS,  EDUCATIONAL  IMPROVE¬ 
MENT,  AND  SCHOLARSHIPS 

Scholarship  Grants  to  Schools  of  Med¬ 
icine,  Osteopathy,  Dentistry,  Op¬ 
tometry,  Podiatry,  Pharmacy,  and 
Veterinary  Medicine 

Notice  of  proposed  rule  making,  pub¬ 
lic  rule  making  procedures  and  postpone¬ 
ment  of  effective  date  have  been  omitted 
In  the  issuance  of  the  following  Subpart 
G  of  Part  57,  which  relates  to  the  award¬ 
ing  of  scholarship  grants  pursuant  to 
section  780  of  the  Public  Health  Service 
Act  (42  U.S.C.  295g)  to  public  or  other 
nonprofit  schools  of  medicine,  osteop¬ 
athy,  dentistry,  optometry,  podiatry, 
pharmfuiy,  or  veterinary  medicine,  be¬ 
cause  for  good  cause  it  has  been  found 
that  such  procedures  would  be  contrary 
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to  the  public  interest  in  light  of  the  de¬ 
lay  in  the  passage  of  the  amending  legis¬ 
lation  (section  106(a)  of  the  Compre¬ 
hensive  Health  Manpower  Training  Act 
of  1971,  PubUc  Law  92-157)  and  the 
necessity  for  early  allocation  of  grant 
fimds.  There  are  two  major  changes  made 
in  this  program  and  implemented  by 
these  regulations.  First,  the  maximum 
amount  for  scholarship  awards  has  beim 
raised  to  $3,500  and  may  be  awarded  on 
an  academic  year  basis.  Second,  scholar¬ 
ship  grant  funds  may  be  allocated  to 
schools  on  the  basis  of  the  greater  of 
$3,000  multiplied  by  the  number  of  full¬ 
time  students  of  such  school  who  are  from 
low-income  backgrounds  or  $3,000  multi¬ 
plied  by  one-tenth  the  number  of  full¬ 
time  students  of  such  school.  There  are 
also  included  several  technical  and 
clarifying  changes. 

Written  comments  concerning  the  reg¬ 
ulations  are  invited  from  interested  per¬ 
sons.  Inquiries  may  be  addressed,  and 
data,  views,  and  arguments  relating  to 
the  regulations  may  be  presented  in  writ¬ 
ing,  in  triplicate,  to  Associate  Director 
(Program  Implementation),  Bureau  of 
Health  Manpower  Education,  National 
Institutes  of  Health.  9000  Rockville  Pike, 
Building  31,  Room  5C12,  Bethesda,  MD 
20014.  All  comments  received  in  response 
to  this  publication  will  be  available  for 
public  inspection  and  copying  at  the 
above-referred-to  address  weekdays 
(Federal  holidays  excepted)  between  the 
hours  of  8:30  a.m.  and  5  p.m.  All  rele¬ 
vant  material  received  not  later  than  30 
days  after  publication  of  these  regula¬ 
tions  in  the  Federal  Register  will  be 
considered. 

The  following  regulations  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  on  the  date  of  publication 
in  the  Federal  Register  (7-4-72). 

Dated:  Jime  6, 1972. 

Robert  Q.  Marston, 

Director, 

National  Institutes  of  Health. 
Approved:  June  24, 1972. 

Elliot  L.  Richardson, 

Secretary. 

1.  Subpart  G  of  the  table  of  contents 
of  Part  57  is  hereby  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

Subpart  G— Scholarship  Grants  to  Schools  of 
Modicine,  Osteopathy,  Dentistry,  Optometry, 
Podiatry,  Pharmacy,  and  Veterinary  Medicine 

Sec. 

67.601  Applicability. 

57.602  Defitiltlons. 

57.603  Eligibility  of  schools. 

57.604  Application  by  scbocrt. 

57.605  Grant  award;  determination  of  num¬ 

ber  of  students. 

57.606  Use  of  funds. 

57.607  Nondiscrimination. 

57.608  Eligibility  and  selection  of  scholar¬ 

ship  recipients. 

57.609  Maximum  amount  of  scholarship 

award. 

57.610  Payment  of  scholarship  award. 

57.611  Records,  reports,  inspection,  and 

audit 

57.612  Additional  conditions. 

57.613  Noncompliance. 

Authoritt:  The  provisions  of  this  Sub¬ 
part  a  issued  under  sec.  780(a).  79  Btat. 
1056,  as  amended;  42  n.S.C.  295g(d). 


2.  Subpart  G  is  hereby  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

Subpart  G — Scholarship  Grants  to 

Schools  of  Medicine,  Osteopathy, 

Dentistry,  Optometry,  Podiatry, 

Pharmacy,  and  Veterinary  Medicine 
§  57.601  Applicability. 

The  regulations  in  this  subpart  are  ap¬ 
plicable  to  the  award  of  grants  under 
section  780  of  the  Public  Health  Serv¬ 
ice  Act  which  authorizes  the  Secretary 
to  make  grants  to  public  or  other  non¬ 
profit  schools  of  medicine,  osteopathy, 
dentistry,  optometry,  podiatry,  phar¬ 
macy,  or  veterinary  medicine  for  scholar¬ 
ships  to  be  awarded  annually  by  such 
school  to  students  thereof. 

§  57.602  DcfinilionA. 

As  used  in  this  subpart,  the  following 
terms  shall  have  the  following  mean¬ 
ings: 

(a)  “Act”  means  the  Public  Health 
Service  Act,  as  amended. 

(b)  “Secretary”  means  the  Secretary 
of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  and 
any  other  officer  or  employee  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare  to  whom  the  autb''rity  involved 
has  been  delegated. 

(c)  “School”  means  a  p^jlic  or  other 
nonprofit  school  of  medicine,  dentistry, 
osteopathy,  optometry,  podiatry,  phar¬ 
macy,  or  veterinary  medicine  which  pro¬ 
vides  a  course  of  study,  or  a  portion 
thereof,  which  leads  respectively  to  a  de¬ 
gree  of  doctor  of  medicine,  doctor  of 
dental  surgery  or  an  equivalent  degree, 
doctor  of  osteopathy,  doctor  of  optom¬ 
etry  or  an  equivalent  degree,  doctor  of 
podiatry  or  an  equivalent  degree,  bache¬ 
lor  of  science  in  pharmacy  or  an  equiv¬ 
alent  degree,  or  doctor  of  veterinary 
medicine  or  an  equivalent  degree,  and 
which  is  accredited  as  provided  in  sec¬ 
tion  721(b)(1)(B)  or  section  775(b)  (2> 
of  the  Act. 

(d)  “Scholarship  or  scholarship 
award”  means  the  amoimt  of  money 
awarded  to  a  student  by  a  school  as  au¬ 
thorized  by  section  780(c)  of  the  Act. 

(e)  “Scholarship  grant”  means  a 
grant  to  a  school  for  making  scholarship 
awards  as  authorized  by  section  780(a) 
of  the  Act. 

(f)  “Full-time  student”  means  a  stu¬ 
dent  who  is  enrolled  in  a  school  and  pur¬ 
suing  a  course  of  study  which  constitutes 
a  full-time  academic  workload,  as  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  school,  leading  to  a  degree 
specified  in  paragraph  (c)  of  this 
section. 

(g)  “Good  standing”  means  the  eligi¬ 
bility  of  a  student  to  continue  in  attend¬ 
ance  at  the  school  where  he  is  enrolled 
as  a  student  in  accordance  with  the 
school’s  standards  and  practices. 

(h)  “Academic  year”  means  the  tradi¬ 
tional,  approximately  9-month  Septem¬ 
ber  to  June  annual  session.  For  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  computing  academic  year  equiv¬ 
alents  for  students  who,  during  a  12- 
month  period,  attend  for  a  longer  pe¬ 
riod  than  the  traditional  academic  year, 
the  academic  year  will  be  considered  to 
be  of  9  months’  duration. 


h)  “Fiscal  year”  means  the  Federal 
fiscal  year  beginning  July  1  and  ending 
(Xi  the  following  30th  day  of  Jime. 

(J)  “National  of  the  United  States” 
means  (DA  citizoi  of  the  United  States 
or  (2)  A  person  who.  though  not  a  citi¬ 
zen  of  the  United  States,  owes  perma¬ 
nent  allegiance  to  the  United  States  (8 
U.S.C.  1101(a) (22)). 

§  57.603  Eligibility  of  scbools. 

To  be  eligible  for  a  scholarship  grant 
under  this  subpart,  the  applicant  school 
shall: 

(a)  Meet  the  applicable  requirements 
of  section  780(a)  of  the  Act; 

(b)  Submit  an  application  as  required 
by  S  57-604;  and 

(c)  Be  located  in  a  State,  the  District 
of  Columbia,  Puerto  Rico,  the  Virgin  Is¬ 
lands.  the  Canal  Zone,  Guam,  American 
Samoa,  or  the  Trust  Territory  of  the 
Pacific  Islands. 

§  57.604  Application  by  scbool. 

Each  school  desiring  a  scholarship 
grant  under  section  780  of  the  Act  shall 
submit  an  application  in  such  form  and 
at  such  time  as  the  Secretary  may  re¬ 
quire.  The  application  shall  be  executed 
by  an  official  authorized  to  act  for  the 
applicant  school  and  to  assume  (m  be¬ 
half  of  the  applicant  school  the  obliga¬ 
tions  imposed  by  the  terms  and  ccmdi- 
tions  of  any  scholarship  grant,  including 
the  regulations  of  this  subpart. 

§  57.605  Grant  award;  determination  of 
number  of  studenU. 

(a)  ’The  Secretary  shall  award  annu¬ 
ally  to  each  eligible  school  applying 
therefor  a  scholarship  grant  in  an 
amount  computed  in  accordance  with 
section  780(b)  of  the  Act:  Provided, 
That,  when  the  amount  of  funds  avail¬ 
able  for  any  fiscal  year  is  less  than  the 
total  of  the  amoimts  so  cixnpHited,  the 
grant  awarded  to  each  participating 
school  shall  be  reduced  proportionately. 

(b)  For  purposes  of  computing  the 
amount  of  the  scholarship  grant  to  be 
awarded  to  any  scho<d  for  any  fiscal  year 
on  the  basis  of  one-tenth  of  the  number 
of  full-time  students,  or  on  the  basis  of 
the  number  of  full-time  students  who 
are  from  low-inccnne  backgrounds  as 
specified  in  paragraph  (c)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion,  the  number  of  full-time  students 
of  such  school  shall  be  the  number  which 
the  Secretary,  on  the  basis  of  informa¬ 
tion  relating  to  the  school's  past  and 
anticipated  enrollment  determines  to  be 
the  number  of  such  students  to  be  en¬ 
rolled  in  suidi  school  on  October  15  of 
such  year. 

(c)  For  purposes  of  this  subpart, 
students  will  be  considered  to  be  from 
“low-income  backgroimds”  if  they  come 
from  families  aith  annual  incomes  be¬ 
low  levels  based  on  low-income  thresh¬ 
olds  by  family  size  published  by  the  U.S. 
Bureau  of  Census,  as  adjusted  annually 
for  changes  in  the  consumer  price  index, 
multiplied  by  a  factor  to  be  determined 
by  the  Secretary  for  adaptation  to  this 
program.  Such  factor  and  the  income 
levels  as  adjusted  will  be  published  an¬ 
nually  by  the  Secretary  in  the  Federal 
Register. 
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§  57.606  Use  of  funds. 

(a)  Scholarship  atoards.  Effective 
July  1, 1972.  except  for  funds  transferred 
as  provided  in  paragraph  (b)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion,  scholarship  grant  funds  may  be 
obligated  by  the  school  for  scholarship 
awards  to  eligible  students  during  the 
12-month  period  specified  in  the  grant 
award  dociiment  and  for  awarding  ad¬ 
ditional  scholarships  to  eligible  students 
during  the  12  months  thereafter.  Any 
funds  not  so  transferred  or  obligated  in 
the  specified  24-month  period  of  fund 
availability  must  be  refunded  to  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Government. 

(b)  Transfer  of  funds.  In  the  case  of 
a  school  which  has  in  operation  a  Health 
Professions  Student  Loan  Fund  estab¬ 
lished  with  Federsd  Capital  Contribu¬ 
tions  pursuant  to  section  740  of  the  Act. 
an  amoimt  not  to  exceed  20  per  centiim 
of  the  amount  paid  to  a  school  from  the 
appropriation  for  any  fiscal  year  for 
scholarships  imder  section  780  of  the  Act 
and  this  subpart,  or  such  larger  percent¬ 
age  thereof  as  the  Secretary  may  approve 
for  such  school  for  such  year,  may  be 
transferred  to  the  sums  available  to  the 
school  for  (and  shall  be  regarded  as) 
Federal  Capital  Contributions,  to  be  used 
for  the  same  purpose  as  such  sums. 

$  57.607  Nondiscrimination. 

(a)  No  eligible  applicant  shall  be  de¬ 
nied  a  scholarship  on  the  groimds  of  sex 
or  creed. 

(b)  Attention  is  called  to  the  require¬ 
ments  of  section  799A  of  the  Act  which 
provides  that  the  Secretary  may  not 
make  a  grant,  loan  guarantee,  or  interest 
subsidy  pa3mient  under  title  vn  of  the 
Act  to.  or  for  the  benefit  of,  any  school 
of  medicine,  osteopathy,  dentistry,  vet¬ 
erinary  medicine,  optometry,  pharmacy, 
podiatry,  or  public  health  or  any  training 
center  for  aWed  health  personnel  unless 
the  application  contains  assurances  sat¬ 
isfactory  to  the  Secretary  that  the  school 
or  training  center  will  not  discriminate 
on  the  basis  of  sex  in  the  admission  of 
individuals  to  its  training  programs. 

(c)  Attention  is  called  to  the  require¬ 
ments  of  title  VI  of  the  Civil  Rights  Act 
of  1964  (78  Stat.  252,  42  U.S.C.  2000d  et 
seq.),  which  provides  that  no  person  in 
the  United  States  shall,  on  the  groimds 
of  race,  color,  or  national  origin,  be  ex¬ 
cluded  from  participation  in,  be  denied 
the  benefits  of.  or  be  subjected  to  dis¬ 
crimination  under  any  program  or  activ¬ 
ity  receiving  Federal  financial  assistance. 
A  regulation  implementing  such  title  VI, 
which  is  applicable  to  grants  made  under 
this  subpart,  has  been  issued  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  with  the  approval  of  the  President 
(45C:FRPart  80). 

§  57.608  Eligibility  and  selection  of 
scholarship  recipients. 

(a)  Eligibility.  Scholarships  may  be 
awarded  with  respect  to  any  year  only  to 
students  who  are: 

(1)  Nationals  of  the  United  States  or 
permanent  residents  of  the  Trust  Terri¬ 
tory  of  the  Pacific  Islands  or  who  intend 
to  become  permanent  residents  of  the 
United  States,  Puerto  Rico,  the  Virgin 
Islands,  or  Guam; 


(2)  Enrolled  and  in  good  standing,  or 
accepted  for  enrollment,  in  the  school  as 
full-time  students;  and 

(3)  Of  exceptional  financial  need  who 
need  such  financial  assistance  to  pursue 
a  course  of  study  at  the  school  for  such 
year. 

(b)  Selection  of  scholarship  recipients 
and  determination  of  need.  (1)  It  shall 
be  the  responsibility  of  the  school  to  se¬ 
lect  qualified  applicants  and  to  make 
reasonable  determinations  of  need. 

(2)  In  determining  whether  a  student 
is  one  of  exceptional  financial  need  who 
needs  such  financial  assistance  to  pursue 
a  course  of  study  at  the  school  for  such 
year,  the  school  shall  take  into 
consideration: 

(1)  The  financial  resources  available 
to  the  student;  and 

(ii)  The  costs  reasonably  necessary 
for  the  student’s  attendance  at  the 
school,  including  any  special  needs  and 
obligations  which  directly  affect  the  stu¬ 
dent’s  ability  to  attend  the  school  on 
a  full-time  basis. 

(c)  Records  of  approval  or  disap¬ 
proval.  The  records  of  the  school  shall 
indicate  the  basis  for  approval  or 
disapproval  of  all  or  any  part  of  each 
student  application  for  a  scholarship 
award. 

§  57.609  Maximum  amount  of  scholar¬ 
ship  a>vard. 

’The  total  amount  of  the  scholarship 
award  to  any  student  for  an  academic 
year  may  not  exceed  $3,500.  The  max¬ 
imum  amount  of  scholarship  awarded 
during  a  12-month  period  to  any  stu¬ 
dent  enrolled  in  a  school  which  provides 
a  course  of  study  longer  than  the  9- 
month  academic  year  may  be  propor¬ 
tionately  increased.  However,  in  no  case 
may  the  amount  of  scholarship  award 
exceed  the  amount  of  the  student’s  need 
as  determined  by  the  school  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  §  57.608. 

§  57.610  Payment  of  scholarship  award. 

(a)  Scholarship  awards  shall  be  paid 
to  students  in  such  installments  as  are 
deemed  appropriate  by  the  school,  ex¬ 
cept  that  no  school  shall  pay  any  schol¬ 
arship  recipient  more  during  any  given 
installment  period  (e.g.,  semester,  term, 
or  quarter)  thsui  the  school  determines 
he  needs  for  such  period. 

(b)  No  payment  shall  be  made  from 
any  scholarship  award  to  any  student  if 
at  the  time  of  such  payment  such  stu¬ 
dent  is  not  a  full-time  student  as  de¬ 
fined  in  §  57.602(f). 

§  57.611  Records,  reports,  inspection 
and  audit. 

(a)  Records  and  reports.  Each  grant 
awarded  pursuant  to  this  subpart  shall 
be  subject  to  the  condition  that  the 
grantee  shall  maintain  such  operational 
and  accoimting  records,  identifiable  by 
grant  number,  and  file  with  the  Secre¬ 
tary  such  (H>erational  and  fiscal  reports 
relating  to  the  use  of  grant  funds,  as  the 
Secretary  may  find  necessary  to  carry 
out  the  purposes  of  the  Act  and  the  reg¬ 
ulations.  Where  applicable,  such  records 
shall  include  documentation  regarding 
the  determination  of  the  number  of  full¬ 


time  students  who  are  from  low-income 
backgrounds  required  pursuant  to 
S  57.605(c)  of  these  regulations.  All  rec¬ 
ords  shall  be  retained  for  3  years  after 
the  close  of  the  budget  period  (i.e.,  the 
period  of  time  during  which  the  funds 
are  available  for  obligation  by  the 
grantee.  See  S  57.606(a)).  Such  records 
may  be  destroyed  at  the  end  of  such  3- 
year  period  if  the  applicant  has  been 
notified  cf  the  completion  of  the  Federal 
audit  by  such  time.  If  the  applicant  has 
not  been  so  notified,  such  records  shall 
be  retained  (1)  for  5  years  after  the 
close  of  the  budget  period  or  (2)  until 
the  grantee  is  notified  of  the  completion 
of  the  Federal  audit,  whichever  comes 
first.  In  all  cases  where  audit  questions 
have  arisen  before  the  expiration  of  such 
5-year  period,  records  shall  be  retained 
until  resolution  of  all  such  questions. 

(b)  Inspection  and  audit.  Any  applica¬ 
tion  for  a  scholarship  grant  shall  con¬ 
stitute  the  consent  of  the  applicant 
school  to  inspection  and  fiscal  audit,  by 
persons  designated  by  the  Secretary,  of 
the  fiscal  and  other  records  of  the  appli¬ 
cant  school  which  relate  to  the  grant. 

§57.612  Additional  conditions. 

The  Secretary  may  with  respect  to  any 
grant  award  impose  additional  condi¬ 
tions  prior  to  or  at  the  time  of  any 
award  when  in  his  judgment  such  con¬ 
ditions  are  necessary  to  assure  or  pro¬ 
tect  advancement  of  the  grant  purposes, 
the  interest  of  the  public  health  or  the 
conservation  of  grant  funds. 

§  57.613  Noncompliance. 

Whenever  the  Secretary  finds  that  a 
participating  school  has  failed  in  a  ma¬ 
terial  respect  to  comply  with  section  780 
of  the  Act  or  the  regulations  of  this  sub¬ 
part,  he  may,  after  reasonable  notice, 
withhold  further  payments,  and  take 
such  other  action  as  he  finds  necessary 
to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  section  780 
of  the  Act  and  these  regulations.  In  such 
case  no  further  expenditures  shall  be 
made  by  the  school  from  the  scholarship 
grant  until  the  Secretary  determines 
there  is  no  longer  any  such  failure  of 
compliance. 

[FB  Doc.72-10147  FUed  7-3-72;8:61  am] 

Title  43— PUBUC  LANDS: 
INTERIOR 

Chapter  Ii — Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Department  of  the  Interior 
APPENDIX— PUBLIC  LAND  ORDERS 
[Public  Land  Order  5223] 

[New  Mexico  16503  (OXla.)  ] 

OKLAHOMA 

Restoration  of  Lands  to  Ownership  of 
Kiowa,  Comanche,  and  Apache 
Tribes 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  contained 
in  section  3  of  the  Act  of  June  18,  1934, 
25  U.S.C.  sec.  463  (1970),  and  pursuant 
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to  recommendations  of  the  Tribal  Coun¬ 
cil  and  the  Commissioner  of  Indian  Af¬ 
fairs,  and  a  finding  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  that  such  action  is  in  the 
public  interest,  it  is  ordered  as  follows: 

The  following  described  lands,  ceded 
by  the  Kiowa,  Comanche,  and  Apache 
Tribes  of  Indians  to  the  United  States 
pursuant  to  agreement  ratified  by  the 
Act  of  Jime  6.  1900,  31  Stat.  672,  676, 
having  been  reserved  for  use  by  the 
Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs  for  school, 
agency,  cemetery,  and  administrative 
purposes  and  being  now  not  needed  for 
such  uses,  are  hereby  restored  to  tribal 
ownership  for  use  and  benefit  of  the 
Kiowa,  Comanche,  and  Apache  Tribes  of 
Indians  subject  to  any  valid  existing 
rights: 

Indian  Meridian 

T.  7  N.,  R.  10  W., 

86C  10  lot 

Sec.  15,  Ne’^NE^,  SV4NEV4,  and  lots  4 
and  6  (excepting  therefrom  that  certain 
parcel  of  land  containing  37.29  acres  con¬ 
veyed  to  the  Anadarko  Commercial  Club 
by  Patent  No.  181778,  Issued  March  7, 
1911). 

TTie  areas  described  aggregate  162.46 
acres  in  Caddo  Coimty. 

Harrison  Loesch, 
Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior. 

June  29, 1972. 

(FR  Doc.72-10152  Piled  7-3-72:8:46  am] 


Title  47— TaECOMMUNICATION 

Chapter  I — Federal  Communications 
Commission 
(Docket  No.  19161] 

PART  73— RADIO  BROADCAST 
SERVICES 

Order  Extending  Time  for  Filing  Re¬ 
sponses  to  Petition  for  Reconsid¬ 
eration  Regarding  FM  Broadcast 
Stations  in  Anamosa  and  Iowa 
City,  Iowa 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of 
S  73.202(b),  Table  of  assignments,  FM 
broadcast  stations  (Anamosa  and  Iowa 
City,  Iowa),  Docket  No.  19161,  RM-1540. 

1.  On  June  16, 1972,  public  notice  (Re¬ 
port  No.  818)  was  given  of  a  petition  for 
reconsideration.  Hied  by  Communicators, 
Inc.,  of  the  Commission’s  third  report 
and  order  in  Docket  No.  19161  (FCC 
72-411),  released  May  12, 1972.  The  date 
for  filing  responses  to  the  above  petition 
is  presently  June  26, 1972. 

2.  On  June  22,  1972,  Vivid  Music  En¬ 
terprises  (Vivid  Music)  filed  a  request 
for  an  extension  of  time  for  2  weeks  to 
file  responses  to  the  above  petition  for 
reconsideration.  Vivid  Music  states  that 
the  petition  was  accompanied  by  a 
lengthy  engineering  statement  and  its 
consulting  engineer  requires  additional 
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time  to  analyze  it  and  prepare  a  report 
thereon. 

3.  It  appears  that  the  requested  exten¬ 
sion  is  warranted.  Accordingly,  it  is  or¬ 
dered,  That  the  time  for  filing  oppositions 
to  the  petition  for  reconsideraticm  in 
Docket  19161  is  extended  to  and  includ¬ 
ing  July  10, 1972. 

4.  TMs  action  is  taken  pursuant  to 
authority  foimd  in  sections  4(i) ,  4(d)  (1) , 
and  303  (r)  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended,  and  §  0.281(d)  (8) 
of  the  Commission’s  rules. 

Adopted:  June  26, 1972. 

Released:  June  27, 1972. 

[seal]  Wallace  E.  Johnson, 
Chief,  Broadcast  Bureau. 

(FR  Doc.72-10204  Filed  7-3-72;8:49  am] 

Title  50— WILDUFE  AND 
FISHERIES 

Chapter  II — National  Marine  Fisheries 

Service,  National  Oceanic  and  At¬ 
mospheric  Administration,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce 

SUBCHAPTER  F— AID  TO  FISHERIES 

PART  258— FISHERMEN’S 
PROTECTIVE  ACT  PROCEDURES 

Provision  for  Fees 

June  28,  1972. 

Section  7  of  the  Fishermen’s  Protec¬ 
tive  Act,  as  amended  (22  UjS.C.  1977) 
and  Reorganization  Plan  No.  4  of  1970, 
among  other  things,  authorize  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Commerce  to  set  fees  to  be 
charged  in  connection  with  the  execu¬ 
tion  of  a  guarantee  agreement  covering 
certain  losses  due  to  illegal  seizures  by 
foreign  governments.  The  Fishermen’s 
Protective  Act  Procedures  (50  CFR  Part 
258),  which  became  effective  February  9, 
1969,  established  fees,  based  on  antici¬ 
pated  losses  projected  from  prior  experi¬ 
ence,  to  provide  for  payment  of  the  ad¬ 
ministrative  costs  and  at  least  one-third 
of  the  estimated  claims  to  be  paid  from 
the  Fishermen’s  Protective  Fund. 

The  existing  fee  schedule,  established 
by  S  258.5  of  said  Procedures,  provides 
for  fees  covering  the  period  through 
June  30,  1972.  ’Therefore,  it  is  now  nec¬ 
essary  to  amend  S  258.5,  in  its  entirety, 
to  set  forth  the  fee  schedule  for  the 
period  beginning  July  1,  1972,  and  ter¬ 
minating  on  February  8,  1973.  ’This 
amendment  is  needed  to  meet  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  section  7  of  the  Act  (22 
U.S.C.  1977),  which  will  terminate  on 
February  8,  1973,  unless  extended  by 
legislation. 

’This  amendment  relates  to  matters 
which  are  exempt  from  the  rule  making 
requirements  of  the  Administrative  Pro¬ 
cedures  Act  (5  U.S.C.  553).  The  amount 
of  the  fee  to  be  paid  by  an  applicant  for 
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a  guarantee  agreement  covering  his  ves¬ 
sel  will  not  change.  Furthermore,  this 
amendment  makes  no  substantive  change 
in  the  conduct  of  the  program.  This 
amendment  is  hereby  adopted  and  will 
become  effective  July  1,  1972. 

Section  258.5  is  hereby  amended  by 
deleting  the  present  section  and  sub¬ 
stituting  the  following: 

§  258.5  Fees. 

(a)  The  fees  are  established  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  payment  of  the  administrative 
costs  and  at  least  one-third  of  the  esti¬ 
mated  claims  to  be  paid  from  the  fund. 
’They  are  set  on  the  basis  of  anticipated 
losses  projected  from  prior  experience. 
’The  fees  may  be  adjusted  from  time  to 
time  by  amendment  to  this  part  at  any 
time,  after  appropriate  notice,  in  order 
to  meet  the  requirements  of  the  Act. 

(b)  Fees  to  be  paid  by  an  applicant 
for  guarantee  agreements  executed  on  or 
after  July  1,  1972,  and  covering  the 
period  terminating  on  February  8,  1973, 
unless  extended,  shall  be  as  follows:  For 
each  vessel  $60  plus  $1.80  per  gross  ton  as 
listed  on  the  vessel’s  documents.  Frac¬ 
tions  of  a  ton  are  not  included. 

(c)  No  retium  of  a  fee  or  portion  of 
a  fee  will  be  made  after  a  guarantee 
agrreement  is  executed  by  the  Secretary. 
Failure  to  pay  increased  fees  within  30 
days  of  adjustment  shall  constitute  a 
basis  for  termination  of  the  guarantee 
agreement. 

(d)  A  guarantee  agreement  may,  with 
the  consent  of  the  Secretary,  be  assigned 
to  a  new  owner  of  a  vessel  if  the  owner¬ 
ship  of  that  vessel  is  transferred  during 
the  period  in  which  the  agreement  on 
that  vessel  is  in  force. 

Dated:  May  28,  1972. 

By  order  of  the  Administrator,  Nation¬ 
al  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric  Administra¬ 
tion. 

Robert  M.  White, 
Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.72-10190  FUed  7-3-72;8:48  am] 


Title  45— PUBLIC  WELFARE 

Chapter  II — Social  and  Rehabilitation 
Service  (Assistance  Programs),  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare 

PART  234— FINANCIAL  ASSISTANCE 
TO  INDIVIDUALS 

Work  Incentive  Program 

Correction 

In  F.R.  Doc.  72-9269  appearing  at 
page  12200  of  the  issue  for  Tuesday, 
June  20,  1972,  the  amendatory  para¬ 
graph  to  Part  234,  now  numbered  “8.”, 
should  be  numbered  “7.” 
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Proposed  Rule  Making 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
[  7  CFR  Part  35  1 
EMPEROR  VARIETY  GRAPES 
Grades  and  Requirements 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Depart¬ 
ment  is  considering  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  regulations  (7  CFR  Part  35) , 
as  hereinafter  set  forth,  effective  pursu¬ 
ant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Export  Grape 
and  Plum  Act,  as  amended  (74  Stat.  734; 
75  Stat.  220  ;  7  U5.C.  591-599),  and  the 
authority  set  forth  in  section  7  (74  Stat. 
734;  7  U.S.C.  597). 

All  persons  who  desire  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  data,  views,  or  argmnents  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  aforesaid  proposal  shall  file 
the  same,  in  quadruplicate,  with  the 
Hearing  Clerk,  UJS.  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture,  Room  112,  Administration  Bulld- 
liV.  Washington,  D.C.  20250,  not  later 
than  the  20th  day  after  publication  of 
thi.s  notice  in  the  Federal  Register.  All 
written  submissions  made  pursuant  to 
this  notice  will  be  made  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  office  of  the 
Hearing  Clerk  during  regular  business 
hours  (7  CFR  1.27(b)). 

The  prcqiosed  amendment  is  necessary 
to  bring  quality  requirements  effective 
for  Emperor  grapes  under  the  Export 
Grape  and  Plum  Act  into  conformity 
with  the  recent  revision  of  the  UJ3. 
Standards  for  Grades  of  Table  Grapes 
(European  or  Vinifera  type).  The  re¬ 
vised  standards,  among  other  things, 
superseded  the  UJS.  Standards  for  Saw¬ 
dust  Pack  Grapes  (European  or  Vinifera 
type)  on  May  1,  1972.  It  is  therefore 
desirable  to  delete  the  reference  to  UH. 
No.  1  Sawdust  Pack  Grape  Grade  (based 
on  the  now  obsolete  UJS.  Standards  for 
Sawdust  Pack  Grapes)  provided  in  §  35.- 
11(a)  of  the  regulations  of  the  Export 
Grape  and  Plum  Act.  The  proposed  mini¬ 
mum  grape  for  expKirt  shipments  of  Em¬ 
peror  grapes  in  sawdust  packs  is  designed 
to  prescribe  quality  and  packs^ing  re¬ 
quirements  cimiparable  to  those  in  the 
standard  Uiat  was  terminated  on  May  1, 
1972,  with  the  following  two  exceptions 
relative  to  Emperor  grapes;  (1)  The  pro¬ 
posed  grape  requires  such  grapes  to  be  at 
least  “reasonably  well  colored”  which  is 
a  slightly  more  restrictive  color  require¬ 
ment  that  “fairly  well  colored”  previ¬ 
ously  required;  and  (2)  maturity  require¬ 
ments  are  basM  on  the  maturity  require¬ 
ment  of  the  State  where  the  grapes  are 
grown.  The  proposed  grade  would  insure 
shipment  of  grapes  suitable  for  export. 
Minor  changes  in  the  citations  are  also 
necessary  in  paragraphs  (b)  and  (c)  of 
S  35.11  to  conform  to  the  revised  stand¬ 
ards  for  table  grapes. 


Therefore,  it  is  proposed  that  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  I  35.11  be  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§35.11  Minimum  requirements. 

No  person  shall  ship,  or  offer  for  ship¬ 
ment,  and  no  carrier  shall  transport,  or 
receive  for  transportation,  any  shipment 
of  Emperor  variety  grapes  to  any  foreign 
destination  unless: 

(a)  Such  grapes  in  sawdust  packs  meet 
each  aiH>licable  minimum  requirement  of 
the  n.S.  Fancy  Export  Grade  as  specified 
in  the  U  S.  Standards  for  Grades  of  Table 
Grapes  (European  or  Vinifera  type) 
(§§  51.880-51.912  of  this  chapter.) 

(b)  Such  grapes  in  other  than  saw¬ 
dust  packs  meet  each  applicable  mini¬ 
mum  requirement  of  the  UJS.  No.  1  Table 
Grade  as  specified  in  the  UH.  Standards 
for  Grades  of  Table  Grapes  (European 
or  Vinifera  type)  (§{51.880-51.912  of 
this  chapter) . 

(c)  Elach  package  of  such  grapes,  other 
than  consumer  sized  packages  of  5 
pounds  or  less  in  master  containers,  is 
marked  plainly  and  conspicuously  with: 
(1)  The  name  and  address  of  the  grower 
or  packer;  (2)  the  variety;  and  (3)  the 
name  of  the  UH.  grade,  as  “U.S.  Fancy 
Export”  or  “UH.  No.  1  Table”  or  higher 
grade,  if  the  fruit  meets  each  applicable 
minimum  requirement  of  such  grade. 

Dated:  June  29, 1972. 

John  C.  Bluh, 

Acting  Deputy  Administrator, 
Marketing  Services. 

[FR  Doc.72-10209  Piled  7-3-72;8:60  am] 


Rural  Electrification  Administration 
17  CFR  Part  1701  ] 


Station  Carrier  Equipment 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  the  Rural  Electrification  Act,  as 
amended  (7  UB.C.  901  et  seq.) ,  REA  pro¬ 
poses  to  issue  a  revision  of  REA  Bulletin 
345-56  to  announce  a  revisioi  of  REA 
Specification  PE-62  for  station  carrier 
equipment.  On  issuance  of  REA  Bulletin 
345-56,  Appendix  A  to  Part  1701  will 
be  modified  accordingly. 

Persons  interested  in  the  revised  spec¬ 
ification  may  submit  written  data, 
views,  or  comments  to  the  Director, 
Telephone  Operations  and  Standards  Di¬ 
vision,  Rural  Electrification  Administra¬ 
tion,  Room  1355,  South  Building,  UB. 
Department  of  Agriculture.  Washington, 
D.C.  20250,  not  later  than  30  days  from 
the  publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register.  All  written  submissions 
made  pursuant  to  this  notice  will  be 
made  available  for  public  inspection  at 


the  Office  of  the  Director,  Telephone  Op¬ 
erations  and  Standards  Division  dining 
regular  business  hours. 

A  copy  of  the  revised  REA  Specifi¬ 
cation  PE-62  may  be  secured  in  person 
or  by  written  request  from  the  Director, 
Telephone  Operations  and  Standards 
Division. 

The  text  of  REA  Bulletin  345-56  an- 
noimcing  the  issuance  of  the  revised 
specification  is  as  follows: 

REA  BULLmN  345-56 

Subject:  REA  Specification  for  Station 
Carrier  Equipment. 

l.  Purpose:  To  announce  a  revlulon  of  REA 
l^>eclflcatlon  PIt-62  for  Station  Carrier 
IDqulpment. 

n.  General:  The  principal  changes  In  the 
revised  Station  Carrier  Specification  Involve 
the  addition  of  three  sections.  One  section 
specifically  states  what  evidence  of  com¬ 
pliance  must  be  submitted  to  REA.  Another 
section  covers  quality  assurance  require¬ 
ments  and  the  third  new  section  covers 
reliability,  accelerated  life  testing  and 
equipment  repair  and  return  procedures. 

The  revised  ig>eclflcatlon  becomes  effective 
on  January  1,  1973.  All  station  carrier  equip¬ 
ment  furnished  for  REA  projects  bid  or  on 
orders  placed  by  REA  borrowers  after  that 
date  shall  comply  In  all  respects  with  the 
revised  REA  Specification  PE-62  dated 
July  1972.  This  does  not  preclude  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  the  revised  specification  by  manu¬ 
facturers  prior  to  the  effective  date. 

m.  AvailabUitp  of  Specification:  Copies 
of  the  revised  PE-62  wlU  be  furnished  by 
REA  upon  request. 

Dated:  June  29,  1972. 

E.  F.  Renshaw, 

Assistant  Administrator — Telephone. 

[FR  Doc.72-10212  FUed  7-3-72;8:60  am] 


[  7  CFR  Part  1701  1 


Telephone  Cable  Splicing 
Connectors 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  the  Rural  Electrificaticm  Act,  as 
amended  (7  UJ3.C.  901  et  seq.),  REA 
proposes  to  Issue  a  revision  of  REA  Bul¬ 
letin  345-54  to  announce  a  revision  of 
REA  Specification  PE-52  for  telephone 
cable  splicing  ccmnectors.  On  issuance  of 
REA  Bulletin  345-54,  Appendix  A  to  Part 
1701  will  be  modified  accordingly. 

Persons  interested  in  the  revised  spec¬ 
ification  may  submit  written  data,  views, 
or  comments  to  the  Director,  Telephone 
Operations  and  Standards  Division, 
Rural  EHectrification  Administration, 
Room  1355,  South  Building,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C. 
20250,  not  later  than  30  days  from  the 
publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register.  All  written  submissions  made 
pursuant  to  this  notice  will  be  made 
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of  the  interindustry  color  committee. 
The  conclusions  of  the  subcommittee 
after  reviewing  the  data  relative  to  re¬ 
productive  effects,  mutagenesis,  and 
teratogenesis  were: 

The  sum  of  these  three  sets  of  observations 
remains  inconclusive.  Patently,  none  Is  so 
conclusive  or  convincing  that  It  can  be  ex¬ 
trapolated  to  health  hazard  In  adults,  preg¬ 
nant  woman,  or  children.  None  warrants  the 
conclusion  that  Red  No.  3  In  normal  usage 
constitutes  a  hazard  to  human  health  or 
reproduction. 


available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Office  of  the  Director,  Telephone  Opera- 
ticms  and  Standards  Division  during 
regular  business  hours. 

A  copy  of  the  revised  REA  Specifica¬ 
tion  PE-52  may  be  secured  in  persoi  or 
by  written  request  from  the  Director. 
Telephone  Operations  and  Standards 
Division. 

The  text  of  REA  Bulletin  345-54  an¬ 
nouncing  the  issuance  of  the  revised 
specification  is  as  follows: 

REA  Buixctin  345-54 

Subject:  Revised  Page  in  REA  Specifica¬ 
tion  PE-63; 

l.  Purpose:  To  announce  the  revision  of 
Page  1  of  REA  Specification  PE-63  for  Tele¬ 
phone  Cable  Splicing  Connectmv. 

n.  Oeneral:  Paragraph  3.11  on  Page  1  of 
PE-53  has  been  revised  to  require  that 
mechanical  splicing  connectors  be  iised  only 
on  conductors  where  stripping  of  conductor 
insulation  Is  not  required.  This  revision  be- 
omnes  effective  Immediately  upon  Issuance 
of  this  bulletin. 

m.  Availability  of  Specification:  Copies  of 
the  revised  page  of  PE-53  will  be  furnished 
by  REA  upon  request. 

Dated:  June  29, 1972. 

E.  F.  Renshaw, 

Assistant  Administrator — Telephone. 

[FR  Doc.73-10311  FUed  7-3-73;8:50  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 
[21  CFR  Part  8] 

COLOR  ADDITIVE  FD  &  C  RED 
NO.  2 

Proposed  Limit  on  Ingestion 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  title  n  of 
the  Color  Additive  Amendments  of  1960 
(74  Stat.  404-407,  sec.  203)  and  under 
authority  delegated  to  him  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Health.  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare  (21  CFR  2.120),  the  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs  is  authorized,  with 
respect  to  particular  uses  for  which  color 
additives  are  provisionally  listed,  to  pro¬ 
vide  such  temporary  tolerance  limita¬ 
tions  (including  limitation  at  zero 
level)  and  other  condltlons-of-use  re¬ 
quirements  as  in  his  Judgment  are  neces¬ 
sary  to  protect  the  public  health  pending 
listing  under  section  706,  as  amended, 
of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act. 

On  September  11,  1971,  the  Food  and 
Drug  Administration  published  a  notice 
in  the  Federal  Register  (36  F.R.  18336) 
annoimcing  that  preliminary  data  on  re¬ 
production  studies  of  the  effects  of 
FD  &  C  Red  No.  2  indicate  that  it  may 
be  necessary  to  lower  the  aggregate  level 
of  use  of  this  color  and  to  allocate  the 
aggregate  allowable  safe  tolerance  of  the 
color  additive  among  the  prevailing  uses. 
All  persons  interested  in  the  use  of  FD 
A  C  Red  No.  2  were  notified  to  submit 
data  pertaining  to  the  levels  of  use  of 


the  color  in  foods,  ingested  drugs,  and 
ingested  cosmetics  for  consideration  in 
the  allocation  of  future  usage  of  the 
color. 

On  February  24,  1972,  a  notice  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (37 
F.R.  3896)  that  the  closing  dates  for  the 
provisional  listings  of  certain  color  ad¬ 
ditives  was  changed  to  December  31, 
1972,  except  for  FD  ti  C  Red  No.  2  and 
fustic.  This  same  notice  Indicated  that 
the  provisional  listing  for  FD  b  C  Red 
No.  2  would  be  considered  in  a  future 
notice. 

A  Food  and  Drug  Administration  study 
was  conducted  on  the  effect  of  FD  b  C 
Red  No.  2  on  pregnant  Osbome-Mendel 
strain  rats  in  which  the  color  was  ad- 
ministred  once  dally  by  stomach  tube 
on  days  0  through  19  of  the  pregnancy. 
Dose  levels  were  7.5,  15,  30,  100,  and  200 
milligrams  of  the  color  per  kilogram 
body-weight  per  day  (mg./kg./day) . 
Early  fetal  deaths  attributable  to  the 
administration  of  FD  b  C  Red  No.  2 
occurred  at  all  levels  except  7.5  mg./kg. 
Results  at  the  15  mg./kg.  level  were  not 
statistically  significant.  No  other  evi¬ 
dence  of  injury  either  to  parents  or  off¬ 
spring  has  been  observed  except  death 
of  the  embryo  at  an  early  stage  of  de¬ 
velopment.  There  is  no  permanent  effect 
on  the  ability  of  the  parents  to  reproduce. 

More  recent  Food  and  Drug  Adminis¬ 
tration  data  from  continuing  multigen¬ 
eration  reproduction  feeding  studies 
have  become  available  which  confirm  the 
earlier  studies  with  respect  to  the  fetal 
toxicity  produced  by  FD  b  C  Red  No.  2. 
However,  animal  intakes  of  20  mg./kg./ 
day  and  below  were  without  effect  in 
thes^  reproduction  studies.  On  this  basis 
the  15  mg./kg./day  which  was  considered 
earlier  to  be  an  equivocal  effect  level 
when  given  by  gavage  is  now  considered 
by  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration 
scientists  to  be  the  no-effect  level. 

The  Food  and  Drug  Administration 
also  has  available  data  from  other  labo¬ 
ratories  in  the  rat  and  other  species. 
While  none  of  these  studies  followed  the 
exact  protocol  used  in  the  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  work,  they  were  similar 
and  directed  toward  the  study  of  tera¬ 
togenic  potential.  None  of  these  studies 
were  as  unequivocally  positive  as  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration  study, 
and  some  were  completely  negative. 

On  February  10,  1972,  an  ad  hoc  Sub¬ 
committee  on  the  Evaluation  of  FD  &  C 
Red  No.  2,  of  the  Committee  on  Food 
Protection  of  the  Food  and  Nutrition 
Board,  NAS-NRC,  which  had  been  con¬ 
vened  at  the  request  of  the  Food  and 
Drug  Administration  met  with  members 
of  both  the  Food  and  Drug  Administra¬ 
tion  and  industry  to  receive  data  and 
comments  bearing  on  the  safe  use  of  the 
color.  The  results  of  the  subcommittee 
deliberations  were  received  by  the  Food 
and  Drug  Adminlstraticm  on  Jime  13, 
1972,  as  the  “Report  of  the  Ad  Hoc  Sub¬ 
committee  cm  the  Evaluaticm  of  Red  No. 
2.”  The  subcommittee  reviewed  and  as¬ 
sessed  the  available  toxicological  data 
provided  by  the  Food  and  Drug  Admin¬ 
istration  as  well  as  reports  of  studies  on 
teratogenesis  provided  by  representatives 


On  this  basis  the  subcommittee  con¬ 
sidered  that  there  was  insufficient  rea¬ 
son  at  this  time  to  take  measures  to  re¬ 
duce  the  present  extoit  of  human  ex¬ 
posure  to  FD  b  C  Red  No.  2,  a  cidoring 
agent  which  has  been  in  widespread  use 
since  the  early  years  of  this  century  with¬ 
out  the  suggestion  of  harmful  effect  on 
human  health.  The  subcommittee  further 
urged  that  high  priority  be  given  to  more 
complete  and  definitive  studies,  espe¬ 
cially  that  the  multigenerati<xi  study  be 
completed. 

The  Commissi(xier  appreciates  tiie  ef¬ 
forts  of  the  NAS/NRC  subcommittee  on 
behalf  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administra¬ 
tion  concerning  the  evaluation  of  the 
scientific  data  upon  which  the  subcom¬ 
mittee  report  was  based.  In  accordance 
with  the  subcommittee  recommendation, 
high  priority  is  being  given  to  the  multi¬ 
generation  studies  in  rats. 

Notwithstanding  the  subcommittee’s 
view  that  restrictions  on  the  usage  of 
FD  b  C  Red  No.  2  are  not  warranted  at 
this  time,  the  evidence  at  hand  is  such 
that  on  the  basis  of  currently  available 
toxicological  information  and  pertinent 
data,  including  an  evaluation  of  the  use 
data  submitted  in  response  to  the  Sep¬ 
tember  11,  1971,  notice  and  estimated 
consiunption  projections,  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  concludes  ^at  it  is  prudent  to  re¬ 
duce  permissible  levels  of  the  color,  so 
that  safe  intake  levels  estimated  on  the 
basis  of  animal  tests  will  not  be  exceeded 
imder  normal  conditions  of  consumption. 
Applying  a  10  to  1  safety  factor,  the  no¬ 
effect  level  of  15  milligrams  of  FD  b  C 
Red  No.  2  per  kilogram  of  animal  weight 
per  day  results  in  an  estimated  safe  level 
for  man  of  1.5  milligrams  per  kilogram  of 
body  weight  per  day.  This  is  equivalent 
to  consumption  of  90  milligrams  per  day 
for  a  60  kilogram  (132  poimds)  human. 
Estimation  of  the  safe  level  based  upxin 
the  application  of  a  10-fold  safety  factor 
is  considered  reasonable  at  this  time  in 
view  of  the  subcommittee’s  recommenda¬ 
tions  and  since  there  is  much  human 
experience  with  use  of  the  color. 

Accordingly,  the  Commissioner  pro¬ 
poses  to  amend  the  provisional  regula¬ 
tions  for  color  additives  to  establish  in¬ 
terim  tolerances  for  FD  b  C  Red  No.  2 
imtil  December  31, 1972,  as  follows: 


§  8.501  [Amended] 

1.  In  S  8.501(a)  add  “S  8.503’’  under 
the  “Restrictions’’  column  on  the  line  for 
FD  b  C  Red  No.  2,  and  Insert  “Decem¬ 
ber  31, 1972’’  as  the  closing  date. 

2.  The  following  new  paragraph  (d) 
is  added  to  S  8.503  Temporary  tolerances: 
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§  8.503  Temporary  tolerances. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(d)  FD  |{  C  Red  No.  2  may  be  safely 
used  or  Intended  for  use  during  the  tran¬ 
sitional  period  in  foods,  ingested  drugs, 
pet  foods,  and  lipsticks  as  a  colorant  in 
accordance  with  the  following  provisicxis: 

(1)  The  odorant  meets  the  specifica¬ 
tions  of  i  9.61  of  this  chapter; 

<2)  When  used  as  a  colorant  in  food 
and  ingested  drugs,  it  is  used  only  in 
amounts  not  exceeding  30  parts  per 
million; 

(3)  When  used  as  a  colorant  in  lip¬ 
stick  at  levels  not  to  exceed  1,000  p.pjn. 
by  weight  of  lipstick  exclusive  of  case  or 
package; 

(4)  When  used  in  pet  foods  and  ani¬ 
mal  feeds  in  amounts  not  exceeding  30 
p.pjn. 

Interested  persons  may,  within  60  days 
after  publication  hereof  in  the  Fxdksal 
Rxgistxr.  file  with  the  Hearing  Clerk. 
Department  of  Health.  Education,  and 
Welfare,  Room  6-88,  5600  Fishers  Lane, 
Rockville,  Md.  20852,  written  comments 
(preferably  in  quintudicate)  regarding 
this  propo^.  Comments  may  be  accom¬ 
panied  by  a  memorandum  or  brief  in  sup¬ 
port  thereof.  Received  comments  may  be 
Bead  In  the  above  office  during  working 
hours,  Monday  through  Friday. 

Dated:  June  30. 1972. 

SHxawm  Gakdnkk, 

Deputy  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs. 

IFB  DOC.72-103S4  PUed  7-8-72;  10 :06  am] 

I 

I  - 

i  [21  CFR  Parts  141a,  146,  146a, 

K  149e  ] 

i  SODIUM  OXACILLIN 

( 

Proposed  Certification  of  Penicillin 

ond  Penicillin-Containing  Drugs; 

Tests  and  Methods  of  Assay 

Correction 

In  Fit.  Doc.  72-9465  appearing  at 
page  12398  of  the  issue  for  Friday, 
June  23. 1972,  three  corrections  are  to  be 
made: 

1.  The  second  line  of  the  amendatory 
language  to  Part  146  should  read 
''amended  in  1146.2  by  adding  a  new 
sen-**  instead  of  "amended  by  revoking 
IS  141a.l04. 141a.-**. 

2.  The  first  boldface  section  heading 
in  Part  149e  should  read  "1 149e.l  Sodium 
oxa^llln.**  Instead  of  **1 149c. 1  Sodium 
oxacillin.** 

3.  Section  149e.2(a)  (1)  (vU)  should 
read  "Its  sodium  oxacillin  content  is  not 
less  than  90  percent  and  not  more  than 
105  percent.” 


Public  Health  Service 
[  42  CFR  Part  51  1 

PROJEa  GRANTS  FOR  AREAWIDE 
HEALTH  PLANNING 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Admin¬ 
istrator,  Health  Services  and  Mental 


Health  Administration,  with  the  approval 
of  the  Secretary  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare,  pr(g)OBe8  to  issue  a  new 
Subpart  C  of  Part  51  of  Title  42.  CFR,  to 
govern  project  grants  for  areavMe 
health  planning  under  section  314(b>  of 
the  Public  Health  Service  Act  (42  UJ3.C. 
246  (b) ) .  as  set  out  below. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments,  suggestions  or 
objections  regarding  the  proposed  42 
CFR  Part  51,  Subpart  C,  to  the  Compre¬ 
hensive  Health  Planning  Service.  Park- 
lawn  Building,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rock¬ 
ville,  Md.  20852,  within  30  days  after 
the  publicaticm  of  this  notice  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register.  Comments  received  will 
be  available  for  public  inspection  at 
Room  7-43,  Parklawn  Building,  between 
the  hours  of  8:30  am.  and  5  pm.,  Mon¬ 
day  through  Friday. 

It  is  proposed  to  issue  a  new  Subpart 
C  of  Part  51  as  set  out  below. 

Dated:  March  13. 1972. 

Vernon  E.  Wilson, 
Administrator.  Health  Services 
and  Mental  Health  Adminis¬ 
tration. 

Approved:  June  25, 1972. 

Eluot  L.  Richardson, 

Secretary. 

Part  51  of  title  42  is  amended  by  adding 
a  new  Subpart  C  to  read  as  follows: 

Swbpart  C— ProfccI  Grant*  for  Aroowido  Hoolth 
Planning 

61.201  Applicability. 

Sia02  Definitions. 

61  MS  XllglbUlty. 

61.204  AppUcatlon. 

61  me  Approval  of  ^>pUcatlon  and  grant 
award. 

61  me  Areawide  health  planning  councils. 
6im7  Program  requirements. 

61goe  Matching  requirements. 

61  goo  Payments. 

61gl0  (Joe  of  grant  funds. 

61gll  Nondiscrimination. 

61gl2  Publications  and  copyright. 

61gl3  Grantee  accormtabillty. 

61gl4  Records,  reports.  Inspection. 

61gl6  Additional  conditions. 

61gl6  Early  termination  of  grant  or  with¬ 
holding  of  payments. 

AxTTHoairr:  The  provisions  of  this  Subpart 
C  Issued  tmder  secs.  216,  314  of  the  PubUc 
Health  Service  Act  as  amended;  68  Stat.  090; 
84  Stat.  1304;  42  UB.C.  218,  248. 

Subpart  C — Project  Grants  for 
Areawide  Health  Planning 
§  51.201  Applicability. 

The  regulatitms  of  this  subpart  apply 
to  project  grants  to  assist  public  or  non¬ 
profit  private  agencies  and  organisations 
in  conmrehensive  and  continuing  plan¬ 
ning  for  coordination  of  existing  and 
planned  health  services,  including  the 
facilities  and  persons  required  for  pro¬ 
vision  of  such  services,  in  regional, 
metropolitan,  and  other  local  areas,  as 
authorized  pursuant  to  section  3i4(b) 
ot  the  Public  Health  Service  Act,  as 
amended. 

S  51.202  Definitions. 

All  terms  not  defined  herein  shall  have 
the  same  metmlngs  as  given  them  In  the 
Act.  As  used  in  this  subpart: 


(a)  "Act”  means  section  314  of  the 
Public  Health  Service  Act,  as  amended 
(42  UB.C.  246). 

(b)  "Secretary**  means  the  Secretary 
of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  and 
any  other  officer  or  employee  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare  to  whom  the  authority  Involved  has 
been  delegated. 

(c)  "State  agency”  means  the  single 
State  agency  which  has  been  designated 
In  the  State  program  under  section  314 

(a)  of  the  Act  for  administering  or 
supervising  the  administratim  of  the 
State’s  health  planning  functions. 

§  51.203  Eligibility. 

To  be  eligible  for  a  grant  tmder  this 
subpart,  the  applicant  must  be  a  public 
or  nonprofit  private  agency  or  organi¬ 
sation:  Provided.  That,  the  Secretary 
may  make  a  grant  to  a  State  agency 
with  respect  to  a  particular  region  or 
area  only  if 

(a)  The  Secretary  determines  that  no 
anfiication  for  a  grant  which  meets  the 
requirements  of  the  Act  and  the  regu¬ 
lations  of  this  subpart  with  respect  to 
such  region  or  area  has  been  filed  by  any 
other  agency  or  organization  qualified  to 
receive  such  a  grant,  and 

(b)  The  State  agency  certifies,  and  the 
Secretary  finds,  that  amide  opportunity 
has  been  afforded  to  qualified  agencies 
and  organizations  to  file  application  for 
such  a  grant  with  respect  to  such  region 
or  area  and  that  it  is  improbable  that,  in 
the  foreseeable  future,  any  agency  or  or¬ 
ganization  which  is  qualified  for  such  a 
grant  will  file  an  approvable  iqiplication 
therefor. 

§  51.204  Application. 

(a)  An  aimlication  for  a  grant  under 
this  subpart  shall  be  submitted  to  the 
Secretary  in  such  form  and  manner  and 
at  such  time  as  the  Secretary  may 
prescribe. 

(b)  Such  application  shall  be  executed 
by  an  individual  authorized  to  act  for  the 
applicant  and  to  assume  on  behalf  of  the 
applicant  the  obligations  imposed  by  the 
terms  and  conditions  of  any  award,  in¬ 
cluding  the  regulations  of  this  subpart. 

(c)  In  addition  to  other  pertinent  in¬ 
formation  which  the  Secretary  may  re¬ 
quire,  the  application  shall  contain  a 
description  of  the  planning  program  in 
sufficient  detail  to  identify  clearly  the 
nature,  need,  purpose,  plan,  and  methods 
of  the  program,  the  geographic  area  with 
respect  to  which  the  grant  is  sought,  and 
the  JustificaUm,  supported  by  a  budget  or 
other  data,  for  the  amount  of  funds 
requested. 

§  51.205  Approval  of  application  and 
grant  award. 

(a)  An  application  for  a  grant  tmder 
this  subpart  may  be  approved  by  the 
Secretary  (xily  if  he  makes  each  of  the 
following  determinations: 

(1)  That  the  applicatiem  has  been  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  State  agency  for  the  State 
in  which  the  area  with  respect  to  which 
the  grant  is  sought  is  located,  or,  where 
such  area  Includes  parts  of  more  than 
one  State,  by  the  State  agency  for  each 
such  State; 
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(2)  That  the  application  c(»itains  or  U 
supported  by  reasonable  assurances  that 
there  has  been  established  or  will,  within 
a  specified  period  approved  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary.  be  established,  in  or  for  the  area 
with  respect  to  which  the  grant  is  sought, 
an  areawide  health  planning  council 
which  meets  the  requirements  set  forth 
in  S  51.206; 

(3)  That  the  applicaticm  contains  or  Is 
supported  by  reascmable  assurances  that 
the  applicant  has  made  provision  for  as¬ 
sisting  health  care  facilities  in  the  area 
with  respect  to  which  the  grant  is  sought 
to  develop  a  program  for  capital  expendi¬ 
tures  in  accordance  with  S  51.207(c)  (5) ; 
and 

(4)  That  the  area  (which  may  include 
parts  of  more  than  one  State,  but  may  in 
no  instance  be  solely  the  entire  area  of 
a  single  State)  to  be  covered  by  compre¬ 
hensive  health  planning  under  the  grant 
has  a  population  of  sufficient  size  to 
Justify  having  a  reasonably  full  range 
of  physical,  mental,  and  environmental 
health  services,  facilities,  and  manpower: 
Provided,  That,  with  respect  to  any  area 
which  is  foimd  by  the  Secretary  to  have 
a  population  of  insufficient  size  to  meet 
the  requirements  of  this  subparagraph 
(4),  the  Secretary  may  award  a  grant 
imder  this  subpart  to  a  State  agency  in 
which  all  or  part  of  such  area  is  located, 
where  (i)  he  finds  that  the  other  require¬ 
ments  of  this  paragraph  (a)  are  satisfied, 
and  (il)  he  makes  the  findings  required 
under  S  51.203  (a)  and  (b). 

(5)  That  (i)  where  a  State  has  estab¬ 
lished,  through  formal  designation  or 
other  recognition.  State  planning  and 
development  districts  as  appropriate 
arests  for  planning  imder  State  law 
or  Federal  requirements,  the  boundaries 
of  the  area  to  be  covered  by  comprehen¬ 
sive  health  planning  imder  the  grant 
conform  to  the  boimdarles  of  such  State 
planning  and  development  districts,  ex¬ 
cept  where  the  Secretary  finds  that  such 
conformance  is  not  Justified  imder  the 
circumstances  of  the  particular  grant; 
or  (il)  where  a  State  has  not  established 
such  State  planning  and  development 
districts,  units  of  general  local  govern¬ 
ment  and  Federal  agencies  administering 
related  programs^  in  the  area  to  be 
covered  by  comprehensive  health  plan¬ 
ning  under  the  grant  have  been  con¬ 
sulted  and  have  been  provided  a  reason¬ 
able  opportunity  to  comment  with  respect 
to  the  boundaries  of  such  area,  so  as  to 
assure  consistency  with  planning  areas 
or  districts,  if  any,  which  have  been 
established  through  local  agreement  or 
under  related  Federal  programs; 

(6)  That  the  applicant  has  established 
or  will  within  a  specified  period  approved 
by  the  Secretary  establish  arrangements 
to  assure  coordination  of  planning  ac¬ 
tivities  being  carried  on  under  related 
Federal,  State,  and  local  programs  in  the 


areas  to  be  covered  by  comprehensive 
health  planning.  Such  arrangements 
diall  include  the  following: 

(1)  Identification  of  related  Federal, 
State,  and  local  planning  activities  being 
carried  on  within  such  area; 

(ii)  Descriptions  of  explicit  organiza¬ 
tional  or  procedural  arrangements  that 
have  been  or  will  be  established  by  the 
applicant  to  assure  such  coordination  of 
planning  activities; 

(iii)  Descriptions  of  cooperative  ar¬ 
rangements  that  have  been  or  will  be 
made  by  the  applicant  with  res[>ect  to 
Joint  or  common  use  of  planning  re¬ 
sources  such  as  funds,  personnel,  facil¬ 
ities,  and  services; 

(iv)  Evidence  satisfactory  to  the  Sec¬ 
retary  that  comprehensive  health  plan¬ 
ning  in  the  area  will  proceed  from  base 
data,  statistics,  projections,  and  assump¬ 
tions  that  are  common  to  or  consistent 
with  those  being  employed  for  related 
planning  activities  being  carried  on 
within  such  area; 

(7)  That  the  applicant  is  generally 
recognized  by  providers  of  health  serv¬ 
ices,  locfil  govemmeit  and  citizen  groups 
representative  of  consumers  of  health 
services  as  the  single  organization  re¬ 
sponsible  or  to  be  responsible  for  the 
conduct  of  comprehensive  health  plan¬ 
ning  in  the  area. 

(b)  Within  the  limits  of  funds  avail¬ 
able  for  such  purpose,  the  Secretary  may 
award  grants  to  those  applicants  whose 
projects  will  in  his  Judgment  best 
promote  the  piupose  of  the  Act. 

(c)  The  amount  of  any  award  shall 
be  determined  by  the  Secretary  on  the 
basis  of  his  estimate  of  the  sum  neces¬ 
sary  for  all  or  a  designated  portion  of 
direct  project  costs  plus  an  additional 
amount  for  indirect  costs,  if  any,  which 
will  be  calculated  by  the  Secretary  either 
(1)  on  the  basis  of  his  estimate  of  the 
actual  Indirect  costs  reasonably  related 
to  the  project,  or  (2)  on  the  basis  of 
a  percentage  of  all,  or  a  portion,  of  the 
estimated  direct  costs  of  the  project  when 
there  are  reasonable  assurances  that  the 
use  of  such  percentage  will  not  exceed 
the  approximate  actual  indirect  costs. 
Such  award  may  include  an  estimated 
provisional  amount  for  indirect  costs  or 
for  designated  direct  costs  subject  to 
upward  (within  the  limits  of  available 
funds)  as  well  as  downward  adjustments 
to  actual  costs  when  the  amount  prop¬ 
erly  expended  by  the  grantee  for  provi¬ 
sional  items  has  been  determined  by  the 
Secretary:  Provided,  however.  That  no 
grant  shall  be  made  for  an  amount  which 
exceeds  75  percent  of  the  total  cost  as 
found  necessary  by  the  Secretary  for  the 
canylng  out  of  the  project.  In  deter¬ 
mining  the  grantee’s  share  of  the  proj¬ 
ect  costs,  costs  for  which  Federal  grants 
from  other  sources  have  been  or  may  be 
claimed  or  received  or  costs  used  to 
match  other  Federal  grants  except  as 
may  be  otherwise  provided  by  law.  or 
costs  to  be  met  from  the  Federal  share 
of  grant-related  income  (except  as  may 
be  permitted  by  Chapter  1-420  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 


fare  Grants  Administration  Manual*) 
may  not  be  Included. 

(d)  Exc^t  as  may  otherwise  be  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  regulations  of  this  subpart, 
the  identification  of  direct  and  indirect 
costs  will  be  consistent  with  the  gen¬ 
erally  accepted  and  established  account¬ 
ing  practices  that  the  grantee  applies 
to  its  own  activities  and  in  accordance 
with  the  applicable  principles  set  forth 
in  Chapters  1-76,  2-65,  2-66,  and  5-60 
of  the  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare  Grants  Administration 
Manual. 

(e)  All  grant  awards  shall  be  in  writ¬ 
ing,  and  shall  set  forth  the  amount 
of  funds  granted  and  the  period  for 
which  support  is  recommended. 

(f)  Neither  the  approval  of  any  proj¬ 
ect  nor  any  grant  award  shall  commit 
or  obligate  the  United  States  in  any  way 
to  make  any  additional,  supplemental, 
continuatimi  or  other  award  with  respect 
to  any  approved  project  or  portion 
thereof.  For  craitinuation  support, 
grantees  must  make  separate  applica¬ 
tion  annually  at  such  times  and  in  such 
form  as  the  Secretary  may  direct. 

§  51.206  Areawide  health  planning 
councils. 

Each  grant  awarded  under  this  sub¬ 
part  is  subject  to  the  condition  that  there 
has  be^  or  will  be  established  in  or  for 
the  area  with  respect  to  which  the  grant 
is  made  an  areawide  health  planning 
council  (hereinafter  termed  “council”), 
whose  membership  may  consist  of  the 
membership  or  the  board  of  directors  of 
the  grants  organization,  and  which 
meets  the  requirements  of  this  section. 

(a)  The  membership  of  the  council 
shall  include  representatives  of  public 
and  nonprofit  private  agencies,  institu¬ 
tions,  and  organizations  concerned  with 
health.  Such  representatives  shall  in¬ 
clude  representation  of  the  regional 
medical  programs  established  under  title 
IX  of  the  Public  Health  Service  Act 
which  are  included  in  whole  or  in  part 
within  the  area  and  representatives  of 
the  interests  of  local  government,  of  the 
interests  of  hospitals  and  other  health 
care  facilities  and  practicing  physicians 
serving  the  area,  and  of  consumers  of 
health  services.  A  majority  of  the  council 
members  must  be  consumer  representa¬ 
tives  whose  major  career  occupation  is 
neither  the  organization,  financing,  or 
delivery  of  health  services,  nor  the  teach¬ 
ing  of  or  research  in  health  sciences. 

(b)  The  membership  of  the  council 
shall  be  generally  representative  of  all 
geographic  portions  and  socioeconomic 
groups.  Including  minority  groups,  of  the 
area. 

(c)  Members  of  the  council  shall  be 
appointed  for  definite  terms  which  shall 


■The  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare  Grants  Administration  Manual 
Is  available  for  public  inspection  and  copy¬ 
ing  at  the  Department’s  and  Regional  Offices’ 
Information  Centers  listed  in  4S  CFR  S.31, 
and  may  be  purchased  from  the  Superin¬ 
tendent  of  Documents,  TTJ3.  Government 
Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C.  20402. 


1 A  list  of  Federal  agencies  administering 
related  programs  in  a  particular  area  may  be 
obtained  from  the  Federal  Regional  OouiMdl 
for  the  region  in  which  the  area  is  locaited. 
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not  exceed  4  years,  so  staggered  as  to  as¬ 
sure  that  the  terms  of  not  more  than 
one-third  of  the  members  will  expire  in 
any  calendar  year.  No  member  shall  serve 
continuously  for  more  than  two  terms. 

(d)  The  council  shall  meet  as  often  as 
necessary,  but  not  less  often  than  four 
times  per  year,  for  the  purpose  of  ccm- 
sidering  and,  as  appropriate,  consulting 
with  and  advising  the  grantee  with  re¬ 
spect  to: 

(1)  The  sc(^  of  planning  activities  to 
be  undertaken  by  the  grantee; 

(2)  The  recommendations  to  be  made 
by  the  grantee  as  a  result  of  such  activi¬ 
ties;  and 

(3)  Necessary  review  and  modifica¬ 
tions  of  the  grantee’s  planning  program. 

(e)  All  policies  and  recommendations 
of  Uie  council  with  resp>ect  to  the  grant¬ 
ee’s  comprehensive  health  planning  ac¬ 
tivities  shall  be  made  public. 

§  51.207  Program  requirements. 

(a)  The  applicant  shall; 

(1)  Include  on  its  staff  a  full-time  di¬ 
rector  of  comprehensive  health  plan¬ 
ning  activities:  Provided.  That  the  Sec¬ 
retary  may.  in  partictilar  cases,  approve 
other  arrangements  for  administering  or 
supervising  the  administration  of  the 
applicant’s  planning  activities  where  he 
finds  that  such  other  arrangements  will 
result  in  the  effective  administration  of 
such  activities;  and 

(2)  Provide,  either  on  its  staff  or  by 
use  of  consultants  or  arrangements  with 
other  organizations,  professional  com¬ 
petence  in  both  health  and  planning. 

(b)  Activities  conducted  luider  the 
project  shall  not  include  the  provision  of 
health  services. 

(c)  Activities  conducted  under  the 
project  shall  include; 

(1)  Health  planning  that  is  compre¬ 
hensive  in  natiu%  and  conducted  in  the 
interest  of  the  general  population  of  the 
area,  and  not  directed  toward  the  par¬ 
ticular  interest  of  any  organization,  in¬ 
stitution,  or  profession; 

(2)  Promulgating  policies  and  recom¬ 
mendations  directed  toward  improving 
the  physical,  mental,  and  environmental 
health  status  of  the  population  of  the 
planning  area. 

(3)  Continuing  maintenance  of  rela¬ 
tionships  with  other  agencies  and  organi¬ 
zations  in  the  area  concerned  with 
health,  and  with  the  general  public,  in¬ 
cluding  the  provision  of  information 
and  interpretations  concerning  project 
activities; 

(4)  Establishment  and  continuing  as¬ 
sessment  of  methods  and  principles  for 
local  review  of  projects  required  by  other 
Federal  legislation; 

(5)  Assisting  health  care  facilities  in 
the  area  with  respect  to  which  the  grant 
is  made  to  develop  a  program  for  capital 
expenditures  for  replacement,  moderni¬ 
zation,  and  expansion  which  is  consistent 
with  such  overall  State  plan  as  has  been 
developed  in  accordance  with  criteria 
established  by  the  Secretary  pursuant  to 
section  314(a)  (2)  (I)  of  the  Act  and 
which  will  meet  the  needs  of  the  area 
for  health  care  facilities,  equipment,  and 
services  without  duplication  and  other¬ 


wise  in  the  most  eCBcient  and  economical 
manner. 

(i)  The  assistance  and  review  required 
under  this  paragraph  may  be  provided 
by  the  applicant  itself,  or,  under  the 
applicant’s  ccmtrol  and  supervision,  by 
another  local  public  or  nonprofit  pri¬ 
vate  agency  or  organization:  Provided, 
That  the  final  responsibility  for  the  con¬ 
duct  of  such  review  and  assistance  shall 
in  all  cases  rest  with  the  grantee. 

(ii)  For  purposes  of  this  subpara¬ 
graph,  the  term  “health  care  facility’’ 
includes  all  hospitals,  sanitoriums,  nurs¬ 
ing  homes,  and  other  facilities  for  the 
inpatient  care  of  the  sick,  mentally  ill, 
injured,  or  disabled,  which  are  licensed 
or  formally  approved  for  such  purposes 
by  an  officially  designated  State 
standard-setting  authority,  and  all  pub¬ 
lic  or  private  nonprofit  clinics,  health 
centers,  and  other  facilities  a  major  pur¬ 
pose  of  which  is  to  provide  diagnostic, 
preventive  or  therapeutic  outpatient 
health  care  by  or  imder  the  supervision 
of  doctors  of  medicine,  osteopathy,  or 
dentistry;  Provided,  ’That  such  term 
shall  not  include  facilities  operated  by 
religious  groups  relying  solely  on  spir¬ 
itual  means  through  prayer  and  healing 
and  in  which  health  care  by  or  under 
the  supervision  of  doctors  of  medicine, 
osteopathy,  or  dentistry  is  not  provided. 

§  51.211  Nondiscrimination. 

Attention  is  called  to  the  requirements 
of  tiUe  VI  of  the  Civil  Rights  Act  of  1964 
(42  U.S.C.  2000d;  78  Stat.  252)  which 
provides  that  no  person  in  the  United 
States  shall,  on  the  ground  of  race,  color, 
or  national  origin,  be  excluded  from  par¬ 
ticipation  in,  be  denied  the  benefits  of,  or 
be  subjected  to  discrimination  under  any 
program  or  activity  receiving  Federal 
financial  assistance.  A  regulation  imple¬ 
menting  such  title  VI,  which  is  appli¬ 
cable  to  grants  made  under  this  sub¬ 
part,  has  been  issued  by  the  Secretary 
of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  with 
the  approval  of  the  President  (45  CFR 
Part  80). 

§51.212  Publications  and  copyright. 

Except  as  may  be  otherwise  provided 
under  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the 
award,  the  grantee  may  copyright  with¬ 
out  prior  approval  any  publications, 
films,  or  similar  materials  developed  or 
resulting  from  a  project  supported  by 
a  grant  under  this  subpart,  subject,  how¬ 
ever,  to  a  royalty-free,  non-exclusive, 
and  irrevocable  license  or  right  in  the 
Federal  Government  to  reproduce,  trans¬ 
late,  publish,  use,  disseminate,  and  dis¬ 
pose  of  such  materials  and  to  authorize 
others  to  do  so. 

§  51.213  Grantee  accountability. 

(a)  Accounting  for  grant  award  pay¬ 
ments.  All  payments  made  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  shall  be  recorded  by  the  grantee 
in  accounting  records  separate  from  the 
records  of  all  other  grant  funds,  includ¬ 
ing  funds  derived  from  other  grant 
awards.  With  respect  to  each  approved 
project  the  grantee  shall  account  for 
the  sum  total  of  all  amounts  paid  by 
presenting  or  otherwise  making  avail¬ 
able  evidence  satisfactory  to  the  Sec¬ 


retary  of  expenditures  for  direct  and 
indirect  costs  meeting  the  requirements 
of  this  part:  Provided,  however.  That 
when  the  amoimt  awarded  for  indirect 
costs  was  based  on  a  predetermined 
fixed-percentage  of  estimated  direct 
costs,  the  amoimt  allowed  for  indirect 
costs  shall  be  computed  on  the  basis 
of  such  predetermined  fixed-percentage 
rates  applied  to  the  total,  or  a  selected 
element  thereof,  of  the  reimbursable 
direct  costs  incurred. 

(b)  Accounting  for  equipment.  As 
used  in  this  section  the  term  “equip¬ 
ment”  means  an  article  of  property  pro¬ 
cured  or  fabricated  which  is  complete  in 
itself,  is  of  a  durable  natme,  and  has  an 
expected  service  life  of  more  than  1  year. 
Equipment  on  hand  on  the  date  of 
termination  for  which  SM^coimting  is  re¬ 
quired  in  accordance  with  the  procedures 
set  forth  in  chapter  1-416-50  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare  Grants  Administration  Manual 
shall  be  identified  and  reported  by  the 
grantee  in  accordance  with  such  proce¬ 
dures,  and,  accounted  for  by  one  or  a 
combination  of  the  following  methods, 
as  determined  by  the  Secretary: 

(1)  Retention  of  equipment  for  other 
health  planning  projects.  Equipment 
may  be  used,  without  adjustment  of 
accounts,  on  other  grant-supported 
projects  within  the  scope  of  section 
314(b)  of  the  Act,  and  no  other  accoimt- 
ing  for  such  equipment  shall  be  re¬ 
quired:  Provided,  however.  That  (i)  dur¬ 
ing  such  period  of  use  no  charge  for 
depreciation,  amortization  or  other  use 
of  the  equipment  shidl  be  made  against 
any  existing  or  future  Federal  grant  or 
contract,  and  (ii)  if  within  the  period  of 
its  useful  life  material  is  transferred  by 
sale  or  otherwise  for  use  outside  the 
scope  of  section  314(b)  of  the  Act,  the 
Federal  share  of  the  fair  market  value 
at  the  time  of  transfer  shall  be  refunded 
to  the  Federal  Government. 

(2)  Sale  or  other  disposition  of  equip¬ 
ment.  crediting  of  proceeds  or  value.  The 
equipment  may  be  sold  by;  the  grantee 
and  the  net  proceeds  of  the  sale  credited 
to  the  grant  account  for  project  use,  or 
it  may  be  used  or  disposed  of  in  any 
manner  by  the  grantee  by  crediting  to 
the  grant  account  the  Federal  share  of 
the  fair  market  value  on  the  termination 
date.  To  the  extent  equipment  purchased 
with  grant  funds  is  used  for  credit  or 
trade-in  on  the  purchase  of  new  equip¬ 
ment,  the  accounting  obligation  shall 
apply  to  the  same  extent  to  such  new 
equipment. 

(3)  Return  or  transfer  of  equipment. 
The  equipment  may  be  returned  to  the 
Federal  Government  by  the  grantee  or, 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
chapter  1-410-50B  of  the  Department  of 
Health.  Education,  and  Welfare  Grants 
Administration  Manual,  may  be  trans¬ 
ferred  to  another  grantee  for  the  purpose 
of  continuing  the  project  for  which  the 
equipment  was  piu'chased. 

(c)  Accounting  for  grant-related  in¬ 
come — (1)  Interest.  Pursuant  to  section 
203  of  the  Intergovernmental  Coopera¬ 
tion  Act  of  1968  (42  U.S.C.  4213) ,  a  State 
will  not  be  held  accountable  for  Interest 
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earned  on  grant  funds,  pending  their 
disbursement  for  grant  purposes.  A 
State,  as  defined  in  section  102  of  the 
Intergovernmental  Cooperation  Act, 
means  any  of  the  several  States,  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  Puerto  Rico,  any  ter¬ 
ritory  or  possession  of  the  United  States, 
or  any  agency  or  Instnunentality  of  a 
State,  but  does  not  include  the  govern¬ 
ments  of  the  political  subdivisions  of  a 
State.  All  grantees  other  than  a  State, 
as  so  defined,  must  return  all  interest 
earned  on  grant  funds  to  the  Federal 
Government. 

(2)  Royalties.  Royalties  earned  from 
•publications  or  similar  material  pro¬ 
duced  from  a  grant  must  first  be  used 
to  reduce  the  Federal  share  of  the  grant 
funds  expended  to  cover  the  costs  of 
publishing  or  producing  the  materials. 
Royalties  in  excess  of  the  costs  of  pub¬ 
lishing  or  producing  the  materials  shall 
be  distributed  as  in  subparagraph  (3)  of 
this  paragraph. 

(3)  Other  income.  Other  income 
earned  by  the  grantee  shall  be  disposed 
of  in  accordance  with  one  of  the  alterna¬ 
tives  specified  in  Chapter  1-420  of  the 
Department  of  Health.  Education,  and 
Welfare  Grants  Administration  Manual 
as  determined  by  the  Secretary  in  the 
grant  award. 

(d)  Grant  closeout — (1)  Date  of  final 
accounting.  A  grantee  shall  render,  with 
respect  to  each  approved  project,  a  full 
account,  as  provided  herein,  as  of  the 
date  of  termination  of  grant  support. 
The  Secretary  may  require  other  special 
and  periodic  accoimting. 

(2)  Final  settlement.  There  shall  be 
payable  to  the  Federal  Government  as 
final  settlement  with  respect  to  each  ap¬ 
proved  project  the  total  siun  of : 

(i)  Any  amount  not  accounted  for 
pursuant  to  paragraph  (a)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion; 

(ii)  Any  credits  for  material  on  hand 
as  provided  in  paragraph  (b)  of  this 
section: 

(iii)  Any  credits  for  earned  interest 
pursuant  to  paragraph  (c)  (1)  of  this 
section; 

(Iv)  Any  other  settlements  required 
pursuant  to  paragraph  (c)  (2)  and  (3) 
of  this  section. 

Such  total  sum  shall  constitute  a  debt 
owed  by  the  grantee  to  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  and  shall  be  recovered  from  the 
grantee  or  its  successors  or  assignees  by 
set-off  or  other  action  as  provided  by  law. 


§  51.214  Records,  reports,  inspection. 

(a)  Records  and  reports.  Each  grant 
awarded  pursuant  to  this  part  shall  be 
subject  to  the  condition  that  the  grantee 
shall  maintain  such  progress  and  ac¬ 
counting  records,  identifiable  by  grant 
number,  and  file  with  the  Secretary  such 
progress  and  fiscal  r^?orts  relating  to  the 
use  of  grant  funds,  as  the  Secretary  may 
find  necessary  to  carry  out  the  piuposes 
of  the  Act  and  the  regulaticms.  All  records 
shall  be  retained  for  3  years  after  the 
close  of  the  budget  period.  Such  records 
may  be  destroyed  at  the  end  of  such  3- 
year  period  If  the  applicant  has  been 
notified  of  the  completion  of  the  Federal 
audit  by  such  time.  If  the  applicant  has 
not  been  so  notified  by  the  end  of  sudi 


3-year  period,  such  records  shall  be  re¬ 
tained  (1)  for  5  years  after  the  close  of 
the  budget  period  or  (2)  unUl  the  grantee 
is  notified  of  the  completion  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  audit,  whichever  comes  first.  In  all 
cases  where  audit  questions  have  arisen 
before  the  expiration  of  such  5-year 
period,  records  shall  be  retained  imtil 
resolution  of  all  such  questions. 

(b)  Inspection  and  audit.  Any  appli¬ 
cation  for  a  grant  under  this  subpart 
shall  constitute  the  consent  of  the  appli¬ 
cant  to  inspections  at  reasonable  times 
by  persons  designated  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  facilities,  equipment  and  other  re¬ 
sources  of  the  applicant  and  to  inter¬ 
views  with  principal  staff  members  to  the 
extent  that  such  resources  and  person¬ 
nel  are,  or  will  be,  involved  in  the  project. 
In  addition,  the  acceptance  of  any  grant 
under  this  subpart  shall  constitute  the 
consent  of  the  grantee  to  inspections  and 
fiscal  audits  by  such  persons  of  the  sup¬ 
ported  activity  and  of  progress  and  fiscal 
records  relating  to  the  use  of  grant 
funds. 

§  51.215  Additional  conditions. 

The  Secretary  may,  with  respect  to  any 
grant  award,  impose  additional  condi¬ 
tions  prior  to  or  at  the  time  of  such 
award  when  in  his  Judgment  such  condi¬ 
tions  are  necessary  to  assure  or  protect 
the  advancement  of  the  project,  the  in¬ 
terests  of  public  health,  or  the  conserva¬ 
tion  of  grant  fimds. 

§  51.216  Early  termination  of  grant  or 
withholding  of  payments. 

Whenever  the  Secretary  finds  that  a 
grantee  has  failed  in  a  material  respect  to 
comply  with  the  Act  or  with  the  terms  of 
the  grant,  including  the  regulations  of 
this  subpart,  he  may,  on  reasonable 
notice  to  the  grantee,  withhold  further 
payments,  and  take  such  other  action, 
including  the  termination  of  the  grant, 
as  he  finds  appropriate  to  carry  out  the 
purposes  of  the  Act  and  the  regulations. 
NcmcancellEhle  obligations  of  the  grantee 
properly  incurred  prior  to  the  receipt  (rf 
the  notice  of  termination  will  be  honored. 
The  grantee  shall  be  promptly  notified  of 
such  terminaticm  in  writing  and  given 
the  reasons  therefor. 

[PR  Doc.72-10146  PUed  7-6-72;  8: 45  amj 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING 
AND  URBAN  DEVaOPMENT 

Office  of  Assistant  Secretary  for  Hous¬ 
ing  Production  and  Mortgage 
Credit-Federal  Housing  Commis¬ 
sioner  (Federal  Hcujsing  Adminis¬ 
tration) 

[  24  CFR  Part  203  1 

[Docket  No.  Br-72-ie7] 

MUTUAL  MORTGAGE  INSURANCE 
AND  INSURED  HOME  IMPROVE¬ 
MENT  LOANS 

Maximum  Charges,  Fees  or 
Discounts 

Pursuant  to  section  701  of  the  Emer- 
goicy  Home  Finance  Act  of  1970,  12 


U.S.C.  1430  note,  84  Stat.  450,  464,  the 
Secretary  of  Housing  and  Urban  Devel¬ 
opment  is  authorized  to  establish  stand¬ 
ards  governing  the  amoimts  of  settlement 
costs  allowable  in  connection  with  HUD 
insured  mortgage  transactions.  Such 
standards  are  to  be  based  on  the  Secre¬ 
tary’s  determination  of  a  reasonable 
charge  for  necessary  services. 

Pursuant  to  this  directive,  it  is  pro¬ 
posed  that  !  203.27  of  the  regulations  of 
the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Housing  Pro¬ 
duction  and  Mortgage  Credit  be  revised 
as  set  forth  below.  The  maximum  stand¬ 
ards  will  be  established  by  the  Secretary 
for  specific  areas  where  the  Secretary 
determines  that  excessive  fees  and 
charges  are  being  collected  from  mort¬ 
gagors  and  sellers  in  connection  with  the 
mortgage  transaction.  Special  provisions 
will  be  added  for  areas  where  these 
maximums  are  established.  Existing  pro¬ 
visions  in  S  203.27  will  be  retained  for 
the  remainder  of  the  coimtry.  Standards 
for  6  metropolitan  areas  are  being  pub¬ 
lished  for  comment  in  this  issue  of  the 
Federal  Register  and  it  is  further  con¬ 
templated  that  standards  will  be  set  in 
the  near  future  for  additional  areas  in 
which  the  Secretary  deems  the  setting  of 
such  standards  to  be  advisable. 

No  change  is  proposed  at  this  time  in 
the  amoimt  the  mortgagee  may  collect 
as  an  origination  fee.  HUD  and  VA  are 
Jointly  studying  the  question  as  to  what 
is  a  reasonable  amount  to  be  allowed 
the  mortgagee  for  originating  and  clos¬ 
ing  the  mortgage  loan.  In  this  study  we 
are  considering  the  question  as  to 
whether  to  allow  the  collection  of  a  sepa¬ 
rate  “Closing  Fee”,  as  included  in  our 
proposed  schedule  of  maximum  settle¬ 
ment  charges,  or  whether  this  fee  is  to  be 
absorbed  by  the  mortgagee  from  the 
origination  fee. 

The  maximum  settlement  charges  to 
be  fixed  have  been  derived  from  cost 
data  produced  by  a  comprehensive  survey 
of  all  HUD  and  VA  loan  closings  during 
March  of  1971.  Statistical  and  economic 
analyses  were  performed  on  this  data, 
and  additional  information  ccmcerning 
the  nature  of  the  services  rendered  for 
various  charges  was  collected.  Prc8x>sed 
maximums  were  then  developed  and  were 
reviewed  by  personnel  of  the  HUD  In¬ 
suring  Offices  in  the  areas  in  question. 
The  maximums  appearing  in  this  issue 
of  the  Federal  Register  were  then 
established. 

In  addition,  it  is  proposed  that  a  uni¬ 
form  “Settlement  Cost  Reporting  Form” 
be  submitted  to  HUD  by  the  mortgagee 
following  the  settlement  of  each  loan  to 
which  i  203.27  applies.  A  copy  of  the 
form  proposed  for  this  purpose  is  repro¬ 
duced  in  this  issue  of  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter.  Comments  on  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment,  “Settlement  Cost  Reporting  Form” 
and  settlement  cost  maximums  are  solici¬ 
ted  from  mortgagees,  mortgagors,  per¬ 
sons  who  supply  services  in  connection 
with  real  estate  settlements,  public  in¬ 
terest  groups  and  all  other  Interested 
parties.  Interested  parties  are  also  re¬ 
quested  to  comment  on  whether  the  pro¬ 
posed  maximums  should  also  apply  to 
mortgages  on  individual  dwelling  units 
Insured  imder  sections  213(d)  and  234 
of  the  National  Housing  Act. 
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Inasmuch  as  certain  of  the  proposed 
revision  constitutes  substantive  modifi¬ 
cation  of  the  existing  regulation.  Uie 
Department  is  providing  an  opportunity 
for  comment  with  respect  to  the  pro¬ 
posal  before  adoption  of  a  final  rule. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
participate  in  the  making  of  the  prcgiosed 
rule  by  submitting  such  written  com¬ 
ments  or  suggestions  as  they  may  desire. 
Communications  should  identify  the 
subject  matter  by  the  above  title  and 
area  affected  and  should  be  submitted 
in  triplicate  to  the  Rules  Docket  Clerk. 
Office  of  General  Counsel,  Department  of 
Housing  and  Urban  Development,  Room 
10256,  451  Seventh  Street  SW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  DC  20410.  All  communications  re¬ 
ceived  on  or  before  July  31,  1972  will  be 
considered  before  taking  action  on  the 
proposal.  The  proposals  contained  in  this 
notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light  of 
comments  received.  A  copy  of  each  sub¬ 
mittal  will  be  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion  diiring  business  hours  at  the  above 
address. 

Accordingly,  we  propose  to  revise 
§  203.27  to  read  as  follows: 

§  203.27  Maximum  charges,  fees  or 
discounts. 

(a)  TTie  mortgagee  may  collect  from 
the  mortgagor  the  following  charges, 
fees,  or  discounts: 

(1)  The  application  fees  provided  for 
In  this  part. 

(2)  A  charge  to  compensate  the  mort¬ 
gagee  for  expenses  incurred  in  originat¬ 
ing  and  closing  the  loan,  the  charge  not 
to  exceed: 

(1)  $20  or  1  percent  of  the  original 
principal  amotmt  of  the  mortgage, 
udilchever  is  the  greater;  or 

(ii)  $50  or  2V^  percent  of  the  original 
principtJ  amount  of  the  mortgage, 
whichever  is  the  greater,  with  respect 
to  mortgages  on  property  under  con¬ 
struction  or  to  be  constructed  where  the 
mortgagee  makes  partial  disbursements 
and  Inspections  of  the  property  during 
the  progress  of  construction. 

(iii)  If  the  mortgage  involves  repair 
or  rehabilitation,  and  the  mortgagee 
meets  the  conditions  of  subdivision  (ii) 
of  this  subparagraph  relating  to  dis¬ 
bursements  and  inQ>ectl(ms,  the  charge 
prescribed  in  subdivision  (ii)  of  this  sub- 
paragraph  may  be  collected  in  coxmec- 
tlon  with  that  portion  of  the  mortgage 
applied  to  such  repair  or  rehabilitation. 
The  charge  with  respect  to  any  part  of 
the  mortgage  not  applied  to  repair  or 
rehabilitation,  or  any  part  of  the  mort¬ 
gage  so  applied  which  does  not  meet  the 
conditions  of  subdivision  (ii)  of  this  sub- 
paragraph  relating  to  disbursements  and 
inspections,  shall  be  limited  to  that  pro¬ 
vided  in  subdivision  (1)  of  this  sub- 
paragraph. 

(3)  Exc^t  as  provided  in  paragraph 

(b)  of  this  section  reasmiable  and  cus¬ 
tomary  amounts  for  any  of  the  following 
items: 

(1)  Recording  fees  and  recording  taxes 
or  other  charges  incident  to  recordation: 

(il)  Credit  Report; 

(111)  Survey,  if  reqxiired  by  mortgagee 
or  mortgagor: 


(Iv)  Title  examinatiofi;  title  Insurance, 
If  any;  and 

(V)  Such  other  reasonaUe  and  cus¬ 
tomary  charges  or  lees  as  may  be  au¬ 
thorized  by  the  Commissloaer. 

(4)  Reasonable  and  custmnary  charges 
in  the  nature  of  discounts  if  the  mort¬ 
gagor  is: 

(i)  A  builder  constructing  houses  for 
sale  who  executes  the  mortgage  in  his 
own  name; 

(ii)  Constructing  a  dwelling  for  Ids 
own  occupancy;  or 

(iii)  Refinancing  an  existing  indebted¬ 
ness  secured  by  the  property  owned  by 
the  mortgagor. 

(iv)  Purchasing  the  pn^rty  from  a 
governmental  agency  or  municipal  cor¬ 
poration  which  is  precluded  by  statute 
fnxn  paying  the  discount. 

(V)  A  builder  or  resJtor  who  is  pur¬ 
chasing  a  dwelling  from  an  owner-occu¬ 
pant. 

(b) (1)  Where  the  Secretary  deter¬ 
mines  that  excessive  fees  and  charges  are 
being  collected  from  mortgagors  and  sell¬ 
ers  in  connection  with  mortgage  trans¬ 
actions  involving  property  located  in 
specific  geograidiic  areas  he  shall  estab- 
liidi,  from  time  to  time,  by  publication 
in  the  Federal  Register,  dollar  limita- 
tions  on  the  cmnbined  amounts  that 
may  be  charged  the  mortgagor  and  seUer 
by  the  mortgagee  or  any  other  person  or 
entity  for  each  of  the  following  services, 
as  defined  by  the  Secretary,  which  are 
rendered  in  connection  with  a  mortgage 
on  property  located  in  such  areas: 

(1)  Credit  Report. 

(ii)  Survey. 

(iii)  Title  Ebcamination. 

(iv)  Title  Insurance. 

(V)  Closing  Fee. 

(Vi)  Pest  and  Fungus  Inspection. 

(2)  Where  limits  m  fees  and  charges 
prescribed  in  a  geographical  area  pur¬ 
suant  to  subparagraph  (1)  of  this  para¬ 
graph,  no  other  amounts  shall  be  col¬ 
lect^  from  the  mortgagor  or  seller  in 
connection  with  the  making  of  a  mort¬ 
gage  loan  or  a  purchase  financed  by  such 
mortgage  loan  except  principal  and  in¬ 
terest  paymoits  required  to  be  paid  imder 
the  terms  of  the  mortgage  and  amounts 
for  prepaid  expenses,  premiums  for 
hazard  and  mortgage  insurance,  recorda¬ 
tion  and  transfer  fees  and  taxes,  real 
estate  brokerage  commissions,  mortgage 
discount  points  that  may  be  charged  the 
seller,  diarges  for  additional  structural 
inspectiixis,  certifications  or  warranties 
requested  by  the  mortgagor,  fees  tor  legal 
or  financial  advice  in  connecticm  with  the 
transaction  that  may  be  paid  by  the 
mortgagor  to  an  attorney  or  other  ad¬ 
visor  selected  by  the  mortgagor,  and 
charges  authorize  imder  paragraph  (a) 
of  this  secticm. 

(c)  [Reserved] 

(d)  Prior  to  Insurance  of  any  mort¬ 
gage,  the  mortgagee  shall  furnish  to  the 
Commissioner,  on  the  form  prescribed 
by  the  Commissioner,  a  listing  of  aU 
charges,  fees,  and  discounts  paid  by  the 
mortgagor  and  by  the  seller  of  the  prop¬ 
erty,  if  any,  and  certified  as  accurate 
and  complete  by  the  mortgagor  and  the 
seller,  if  any,  and  by  the  closing  agent. 


The  Commissioner's  endorsement  of  the 
mortgage  for  Insurance  shall  constitute 
approval  of  the  listed  charges,  fees,  or 
discounts. 

(e)  Nothing  in  this  section  will  be  con¬ 
strued  as  prohibiting  the  mortgagor 
from  dealing  through  a  broker  who  does 
not  represent  the  mortgagee,  if  he  pre¬ 
fers  to  do  so,  and  paying  such  compen¬ 
sation  as  is  satisfactory  to  the  mort¬ 
gagor  in  order  to  obtain  mortgage 
financing. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C..  June  28, 
1972. 

Eugene  A.  Oulledge, 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Housing 
Production  and  Mortgage 
Credit,  Federal  Housing  Com¬ 
missioner. 

(FR  Doc.7a-10ia7  Piled  7-3-7a;8:46  amj 


[  24  CFR  Part  203  1 

[Docket  No.  R-7a-198] 

MUTUAL  MORTGAGE  INSURANCE 

AND  INSURED  HOME  IMPROVE¬ 
MENT  LOANS 

Proposed  Maximum  Settlement 
Charges 

Pursuant  to  section  701  of  the  Emer¬ 
gency  Home  Finance  Act  of  1970,  12 
UJS.C.  1430  note,  84  Stat.  450,  464,  the 
Secretary  of  Housing  and  Urban  De¬ 
velopment  is  authorized  to  establish 
standards  governing  the  amounts  of  set¬ 
tlement  costs  allowable  in  connection 
with  HUD  insured  mortgage  transac¬ 
tions.  Such  standards  are  to  be  based  on 
the  Secretary's  determination  of  a  rea¬ 
sonable  charge  for  necessary  services. 

Section  203.27  of  24  CFR  pertains  to 
“Maximum  Charges,  Fees  or  Discounts''. 
Inasmuch  as  the  proposed  revision  of 
S  203.27  that  Is  being  published  in  this 
issue  of  the  Federal  Register  constitutes 
a  substantive  modification  of  the  exist¬ 
ing  regulation,  the  Department  is  pro¬ 
viding  an  opportunity  for  comment  with 
respect  to  the  propo^  before  adoption 
of  a  final  rule. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  making  of  the  proposed 
rule  by  submitting  such  written  com¬ 
ments  or  suggestions  as  they  may  desire. 
Communications  should  identify  the 
subject  matter  by  the  above  title  and 
area  affected  and  should  be  submitted  in 
triplicate  to  the  Rules  Docket  Clerk,  Of¬ 
fice  of  General  Counsel,  Department  of 
Housing  and  Urban  Development,  Room 
10256.  451  Seventh  Street  SW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  DC  20410.  All  communications 
received  on  or  before  July  31,  1972  will 
be  considered  before  taking  action  on 
the  proposal.  The  proposals  contained 
in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the 
light  of  comments  received.  A  copy  of 
each  submittal  will  be  available  for  pub¬ 
lic  Inspection  during  business  hours  at 
the  above  address. 

The  following  maximum  charges  for 
settlement  services  are  proposed  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  revised  24  CFR  203.27 
In  the  following  specific  geographic 
areas: 
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A«.'d/esf t  firm  asd  I uU  (ij  appitcai/cl 


WARNINDi  Sectiaa  1010  al  Titia  It.  U.S.C*  ’’Oapa'r'aaat  af  Havslnf  and  Urfaaa  Davalapnkanl  and  Padaral  Kavsaio  Admlnltlraflaa  tiantcciianrr 
pravldMt  *^W>iva'  ar.  far  rtia  pv*rn*a  af  •  •  •  Influanclaf  la  anjr  wap  An  aelian  af  aacb  daaarnnaal.  amkaa,  pa***a.  atfara.  af  avhliahaa  any 

tK*  !•  eon  «Vwll  b*  thU  dlf  IW^FUIBWC  ft»»  IWf  flbOH  tW  0c Hi. _ 


AtrnVs  Crni 

Closing  Agent 

1.  To  the  best  of  my  knowledge  and  belief 
all  the  entries  on  this  form  are  true  end 
ccHTect  and  represent  the  total  number  of 
actual  costs  Incurred  for  actual  serrlces 
rendered. 

a.  In  addition,  I  have  obtained  and  retain 
In  my  possession  certifications  from  those 
parties  who  provided  the  settlement  serrloes 
listed  In  Section  n  and  Seetkm  V  oi  this  form 
listed  In  Section  n  and  Section  V  on  this 
form  and  sworn  to  under  penalty  of  perjury 
that  the  costs  reported  by  them  were  ae- 


irrai^rt*  c*a  flfcrravr 

tually  Inclined  and  that  none  of  these 
parties  has  paid  or  received  a  fee,  commis¬ 
sion,  stipend,  gratuity,  at  other  form  of 
remuneration  In  relation  to  this  transaction 
not  specifically  authorized  by  HUD  and  listed 
as  an  allowable  charge  on  the  face  of  this 
form. 

3.  Furthermore, _ _ 

(Closing  Agent) 

being  duly  swora,  swears,  deposes  and  says 
that  he  (It)  has  not  paid  or  received  a  fee, 
commission,  stipend,  gratuity,  oi  other  form 
of  remuneration  In  relation  to  this  trans¬ 
action  not  qieclflcally  authorised  by  HUD 


and  listed  as  an  allowable  charge  on  the  face 
of  this  form. 


Closing  Agent 


Dot* 


Address,  Firm  Name,  and 
Title  {if  applicable) 


Date 


Notary  Public 


Address 

The  following  definitions  of  maximum 
charges  for  settlement  services  shall  be 
used  in  connection  with  the  proposed 
revision  of  24  CFR  203.27. 

Deftnitions  or  Maximuk  Charges  for  Set¬ 
tlement  Services  Allowed  in  Connection 

With  HUD  Insured  Single  Familt  Mort¬ 
gage  Transactions 

1.  Credit  Report  Fee.  A  credit  report  is  a 
report  of  the  prospective  mortgagor’s  finan¬ 
cial  and  credit  standing.  It  gives  the  credit 
record  of  the  prospective  borrower  and  shows 
how  well  he  has  handled  past  and  present 
obligations.  Ihe  charges  for  a  credit  report 
are  to  be  In  accordance  with  the  current  HUD 
contracts  covering  credit  report  fees. 

2.  Field  Survey  Charge.  A  survey  Is  the 
process  by  which  a  pfox«l  of  land  Is  meas¬ 
ured  and  Its  contents  ascertained.  It  will 
usually  Include  a  legal  description  of  the 
property’s  boimdary  lines,  dimensions  of  the 
property,  locations  of  buUdlngs,  fences,  and 
other  Improvements.  ChEtrges  for  this  serv¬ 
ice  must  Involve  an  actual  measurement  of 
the  property  made  on  the  premises. 

3.  Title  Examination  Fee.  A  fee  charged  for 
a  search  of  the  records  relating  to  a  specific 
piece  of  property  which  was  performed  to 
determine  the  status  of  the  title  with  regard 
to  Its  marketability  and  to  ascertain  whether 
any  liens,  easements,  encumbrances  and  pos¬ 
sible  "clouds”  on  the  title  exist. 

4.  Title  Insurance  Charge.  A  fee  charged 
for  the  Issuance  of  an  Insurance  policy  to  the 
mortgagee  or  owner  eis  a  protection  against 
loss  In  the  event  title  to  the  mortgaged  prop¬ 
erty  Is  found  to  be  defective.  A  mortgagee’s 
policy  protects  only  the  lender’s  Interest  I  An 
owner’s  policy  can  be  pmehased  at  an 
siddltlonal  charge. 

5.  Closing  Fee.  ’Ihls  Is  a  fee  paid  to  an 
attorney,  title  Insurer,  mortgagee  or  some 
other  third  party  for  handling  the  settlement 
or  actmg  as  an  Independent  escrow  agent. 
At  closing  the  parties  to  the  sale  sign  the 
necessary  documents,  determine  the  amounts 
to  be  exchanged  and  make  the  appropriate 
payments.  Where  escrow  agents  are  utUlzed, 
they  act  as  Independent  fiduciaries  charged 
with  holding  the  evidence  of  the  transfer  In 
trust  for  the  parties  until  all  the  steps  of  the 
transfer  are  completed  according  to  the  terms 
of  the  sales  contract. 

6.  Pest  and  Fungus  Inspection  Fee.  This  Is 
a  fee  paid  for  the  Inspection  of  the  property 
and  certification  of  Its  condition  as  Is  cus¬ 
tomarily  required  by  lending  Institutions  In 
the  locality  with  respect  to  possible  damage 
by  termites,  other  structural  pests,  dry  rot 
or  similar  perils.  It  does  not  Include  a  war¬ 
ranty  against  future  Infestation. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  June  28, 
1972. 

Eugene  A.  Oulledge, 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Hous¬ 
ing  Production  and  Mortgage 
Credit,  Federal  Housing 
Commissioner. 

[FR  Doc.7a-10128  Ffied  7-8-72;8:46  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 

[14  CFR  Parts  61,  63,  65,  91,  133, 
137,  141  1 

[Docket  No.  12035;  Notice  No.  72-16] 

CARRIAGE  OF  NARCOTIC  DRUGS, 
MARIHUANA,  AND  DEPRESSANT 
OR  STIMULANT  DRUGS  OR  SUB¬ 
STANCES 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  considering  amending  Part  91  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  to  make 
the  current  prohibition  in  §  91.12(a) 
against  the  carriage  in  civil  aircraft  of 
narcotic  drugs,  marihuana,  smd  depres¬ 
sant  or  stimulant  drugs  or  substances 
between  Mexico  and  the  United  States 
apply  to  the  operation  of  civil  aircraft 
anywhere  within  the  United  States.  This 
proposal  would  also  make  a  violation  of 
§  91.12(a),  as  well  as  a  conviction  for 
violating  any  Federal  or  State  statute 
relating  to  the  growing,  processing,  man¬ 
ufacture,  sale,  disposition,  possession, 
transportation,  or  Importation  of  nar¬ 
cotic  drugs,  marihuana,  and  depressant 
or  stimulant  drugs  or  substances,  a  basis 
for  denying  applications  for  airmen  cer¬ 
tificates  Issued  under  Parts  61,  63,  and 
65  and  a  basis  for  suspending  or  revok¬ 
ing  those  certificates.  Currently,  Parts 
61  and  63  contain  provisions  limited  to 
a  violation  of  S  91.12(a)  and  a  conviction 
for  violating  a  Federal  statute  only, 
whereas  Part  65  does  not  contain  any 
provisions  such  as  those  prescribed  in 
Parts  61  and  63. 

In  addition,  imder  this  proposal  a 
violation  of  S  91.12(a)  would  be  made  the 
basis  for  suspending  or  revcddng  the 
operating  certificate  authority  issued  un¬ 
der  Part  133  (rotorcraft  external-load 
operations).  Part  137  (agricultural  air¬ 
craft  operations),  and  Part  141  (pilot 
schools) . 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  making  of  the  proposed 
rule  by  submitting  such  written  data, 
views,  or  arguments  as  Uiey  may  desire. 
Communications  should  identify  the 
regulatory  docket  or  notice  number 
and  be  submitted  in  duplicate  to: 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  Office 
of  the  Oeneral  Counsel,  Attention: 
Rules  Docket,  aC-24,  800  Independ¬ 
ence  Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  DC 
20591.  All  commimications  received 
on  or  before  October  4,  1972,  will  be 
ccxisidered  by  the  Administrator  before 
taking  action  on  the  proposed  rule.  The 
proposals  contained  in  this  notice  may  be 
changed  in  the  light  of  comments  re¬ 
ceived.  All  comments  submitted  will  be 
available,  both  before  and  after  the  clos¬ 
ing  date  for  comments  in  the  Rules 
Docket,  for  examination  by  interested 
persons. 

Currently  effective  9  91.12(a)  pro¬ 
hibits  the  operation  of  civil  aircraft  be¬ 
tween  Mexico  and  the  United  States  with 


knowledge  that  narcotic  drugs,  mari¬ 
huana,  and  depressant,  or  stimulant 
drugs  or  substances  as  defined  in  Fed¬ 
eral  statutes  are  carried  in  the  aircraft. 
This  regulati(xi  became  effective  through 
the  adc^tion  on  August  27,  1969,  of 
Amendment  91-66  (34  FJl.  13922).  That 
amendment  was  adopted  by  the  FAA  in 
recognition  of  the  increasing  hazard  to 
safety  in  air  commerce  resulting  from 
the  increased  use  of  civil  aircraft  for  the 
illicit  carriage  of  narcotics  and  other 
drugs  into  the  United  States.  These  haz¬ 
ards  result  from  attempts  to  avoid  detec¬ 
tion  or  pursuit  through  violent  maneu¬ 
vers,  low  flying,  flight  in  bad  weather, 
and  use  of  unsafe  landing  areas. 

Since  the  adoption  of  Amendent  91- 
66,  information  available  to  the  FAA  in¬ 
dicates  that  the  illicit  carriage  of  drugs 
by  aircraft  may  be  occurring  in  various 
places  within  the  United  States  and  in¬ 
volve  violations  of  State  as  well  as  Fed¬ 
eral  statutes.  Accordingly,  in  order  to 
cope  effectively  with  the  threat  to  safety 
in  air  commerce  from  such  lUicit  car¬ 
riage  of  drugs,  it  is  proposed  to  amend 
§  91.12(a)  and  make  the  prohibition 
therein  apply  to  the  operation  of  civil 
aircraft  within  the  United  States  with 
knowledge  that  narcotic  drugs,  mari¬ 
huana,  and  depressant  or  stimulant  drugs 
or  substances  as  defined  in  Federal  or 
State  statutes  are  carried  in  the  aircraft. 
While  the  primary  purpose  of  this  pro¬ 
posed  amendment  is  to  promote  safety 
of  fiight  in  air  commerce,  the  agency  be¬ 
lieves  it  will  also  further  serve  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  in  that  it  will  provide  addi¬ 
tional  assistance  to  the  Clovemment'p 
recently  increased  efforts  to  curb  illicit 
drug  traffic  in  this  coimtry. 

In  addition,  this  prcHX>sal  would  delete 
paragraph  (c)  of  §  91.12,  which  requires 
compliance  with  Subchapter  A  of  Part 
99.  In  lieu  thereof,  it  is  proposed  to  adopt 
a  new  9  91.84  and  make  it  mandatory  for 
each  perscm  operating  a  civil  aircraft 
on  a  flight  between  Mexico  or  Canada 
and  the  United  States  to  file  either  a 
VFR  or  IFR  fiight  plan,  as  appropriate, 
unless  otherwise  authorized  by  ATC. 
Part  99  already  requires  a  fiight  plan  to 
be  filed  for  fiights  between  other  coun¬ 
tries  and  the  United  States  and  proposed 
§  91.84  shoiild  further  assist  the  agency 
in  ccmducting  an  effective  safety  enforce¬ 
ment  program. 

On  August  27,  1969,  the  FAA  also 
adopted  Amendments  61-43  and  63-10  to 
make  a  violation  of  9  91.12(a),  as  well  as 
conviction  for  violating  any  Federal 
statute  relating  to  the  maniifacture,  sale, 
disposition,  possession,  transportation,  or 
importation  of  narcotic  dnigs,  mari¬ 
huana,  and  depressant  or  stimffiant 
drugs  or  substances,  a  basis  for  denying 
applications  for  airmen  certificates 
issued  imder  Parts  61  and  63  and  for  the 
smpension  and  revocation  of  those  cer¬ 
tificates.  In  support  of  those  amend¬ 
ments,  the  FAA  expressed  the  belief  that 
a  demonstrated  willingness  to  violate  the 
Federal  statutory  provisions  specified 
concerning  the  illegal  trafficking  in  nar¬ 
cotic  drugs,  marihuana,  and  depressant 
or  stimulant  drugs,  or  a  demonstrated 
willingness  to  violate  9  91.12(a)  clearly 


demonstrates  a  tendency  to  act  without 
inhibition  In  an  unstable  manner  and 
without  regard  to  the  rights  of  others. 
Further,  it  was  stated  that  such  conduct 
also  clearly  demonstrates  that  the  appli- 
csmt  would  not  be  compliance  minded 
regarding  the  many  requirements  neces¬ 
sary  for  safety  in  air  commerce  or  air 
transportation. 

The  same  rationale  and  safety  con¬ 
siderations,  in  the  opinion  of  the  FAA, 
also  justify  making  a  ccmviction  for  vio¬ 
lation  of  any  State  statute,  as  well  as 
any  Federal  statute,  relating  to  the  grow¬ 
ing,  processing,  manufacture,  sale,  dis¬ 
position,  possession,  transportation,  or 
importation  of  narcotic  drugs,  mari¬ 
huana,  and  depressant  or  stimulant 
drugs  or  substances,  a  basis  for  denying 
applications  for  airmen  certificates 
issued  under  Parts  61  and  63  and  for  the 
suspension  and  revocation  of  those  cer¬ 
tificates.  Accordingly,  this  proposal 
would  amend  Parts  61  and  63  and  ex¬ 
pand  the  present  provisions  in  99  61.6 
and  63.12  to  make  conviction  for  vio¬ 
lating  such  a  State  statute  grounds  for 
denial,  suspension,  or  revocation  of  cer¬ 
tificates  issued  imder  those  parts. 

The  FAA  recognizes  that  a  disparity 
may  exist  between  the  laws  of  the  various 
States  which  may  result  in  a  lack  of  uni¬ 
formity  in  the  enforcement  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  regulations  based  upon  State  con¬ 
victions.  However,  on  balance,  we  be¬ 
lieve  this  probable  lack  of  uniformity  in 
enforcement  is  outweighed  by  the  safety 
objectives  of  the  proposal. 

In  addition,  and  for  the  same  reasons, 
the  FAA  proposes  herein  to  also  amend 
Part  65  and  include  identical  provisions 
in  that  part  for  the  denial,  suspension,  or 
revocation  of  certificates  issued  under 
that  part.  Part  65  certificates  are  those 
issued  to  air-traffic  control-tower  opera¬ 
tors,  aircraft  dispatchers,  mechanics,  re¬ 
pairmen,  and  parachute  riggers. 

In  the  interest  of  safety  in  air  com¬ 
merce.  the  agency  adopted  on  August  27, 
1969,  amendments  to  Parts  121,  123,  127, 
and  135  to  provide  for  the  suspension  or 
revocation  of  an  operating  certificate 
Issued  under  those  parts  if  the  holder 
thereof  permits  any  aircraft  owned  or 
leased  by  him  to  be  engaged  in  any  oper¬ 
ation  he  knows  to  be  in  violation  of 
9  91.12(a).  As  a  basis  for  those  amend¬ 
ments,  it  was  explained  that  the  privi¬ 
leges  inherent  in  the  opera^g  certifi¬ 
cates  can  directly  support,  or  even  be 
essential  to,  the  use  of  aircraft  in  smug¬ 
gling  narcotic  drugs,  marihuana,  and 
depressant  or  stimulant  drugs.  It  was 
also  stated  that  this  is  true  regardless 
of  whether  the  aircraft  Is  being  operated 
under  the  certificate  at  the  time,  since 
the  corporate  financial  and  management 
strength  necessary  to  operate  such  air¬ 
craft  largely  flows  from  the  operating 
privileges  granted  under  these  operating 
certificates.  As  in  the  case  of  airmen 
certificates,  operating  certificates  can 
have  the  effect  of  providing  a  condition 
necessary  to  the  use  of  the  aircraft,  by 
any  person.  In  the  hazardous  business  of 
smuggling.  Furthermore,  the  view  was 
expressed  that  for  reasons  identical  to 
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those  that  support  actions  against  air¬ 
men  certificates,  the  risk-taking  willing¬ 
ness  of  the  corporate  or  individual  man¬ 
agement  of  the  holders  oi  those  operat¬ 
ing  certificates  would  cleariy  negate  their 
ability  to  adhere  to  the  cmiditions  neces¬ 
sary  for  safety  in  air  commerce  or  air 
tran^rtation.  This  is  true,  it  was 
pointed  out,  regardless  of  whether  that 
risk  taking  occurs  by  the  certificate 
holders  leasing  the  aircraft  to  other  per¬ 
sons  who  smuggle  the  illegal  items  or  by 
their  operating  the  aircraft  thonselves 
in  that  business. 

For  the  same  reasons,  it  is  proposed 
herein  to  amoid  Parts  133,  137,  and  141 
and  provide  for  the  suspension  or  revo¬ 
cation  of  the  certificate  authority  issued 
vmder  those  parts,  if  the  operator  to 
whom  the  certificate  or  other  authority 
has  been  issued  permits  any  aircraft 
owned  or  leased  by  him  to  be  engaged 
in  any  operation  he  knows  to  be  in  vio¬ 
lation  of  S  91.12(a). 

In  addition  to  the  above-mentioned 
reascms  for  concluding  that  safety  in  air 
commerce  or  air  transportation  requires 
the  suspension  or  revocaticHi  of  airmen 
certificates  issued  under  Parts  61,  63,  and 
65  and  operating  certificates  issued  under 
Parts  133,  137,  and  141,  it  should  be 
noted  that  there  are  also  equally  im¬ 
portant  public  interest  factors  that  are 
directly  (q>po6ed  to  the  continued  use 
of  those  certificates  to  support  the  aerial 
smuggling  narcotic  dnigs,  marihuana, 
and  depressant  or  stimulant  drugs. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it 
is  proposed  to  amend  Subchapters  D,  F, 
O,  and  H  of  Chapter  I  of  Title  14  of  the 
C^e  of  Federal  Regulations  as  herein¬ 
after  set  forth; 

A.  Parts  61  and  63  would  be  amended 
by  amending  paragraph  (a)  of  §  61.6 
and  paragraph  (a)  of  S  63.12  to  read  as 
follows; 

§ _  Carriage  of  narcotic  drugs, 

marihuana,  and  depressant  or  stim¬ 
ulant  drugs  or  substances. 

(a)  No  person  who  is  convicted  of  vio¬ 
lating  any  Federal  or  State  statute  re¬ 
lating  to  the  growing,  processing,  manu¬ 
facture,  sale,  disposition,  possession, 
transportation,  or  inu>ortation  of  nar¬ 
cotic  drugs,  marihuana,  and  depressant 
or  stimulant  drugs  or  substances,  is  eligi¬ 
ble  for  any  certificate  or  rating  issued 
tinder  this  part  for  a  period  of  1  year 
after  the  date  of  final  conviction. 

•  •  •  •  • 

B.  Part  65  would  be  amended  by  add¬ 
ing  new  S  65.12  to  read  as  foUows; 

§  65.12  Carriage  of  narcotic  drugs, 
nwrihuana,  and  depressant  or  stim¬ 
ulant  drugs  or  substances. 

(a)  No  person  vdio  is  convicted  of  vio¬ 
lating  any  Federal  or  State  statute  re¬ 
lating  to  the  growing,  processing,  manu¬ 
facture,  sale,  disposition,  possession, 
transportation,  or  importation  of  nar¬ 
cotic  drugs,  marihuana,  and  depressant 
or  stimulant  drugs  or  substances,  is  eligi¬ 
ble  for  any  certificate  or  rating  Issued 
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under  this  part  for  a  period  of  1  year 
after  the  date  of  final  conviction. 

(b)  No  person  who  commits  an  act 
prohibited  by  §  91.12(a)  of  this  chapter 
is  eligible  for  any  certificate  or  rating 
issued  imder  this  part  for  a  period  of 
1  year  after  the  date  of  that  act. 

(c)  Any  conviction  specified  in  para¬ 
graph  (a)  of  this  section,  or  the  com¬ 
mission  of  the  act  referenced  in  para¬ 
graph  (b)  of  this  section,  is  groimds  for 
suspending  or  revoking  any  certificate 
or  rating  Issued  under  this  part. 

C.  Part  91  would  be  amended  by  re¬ 
vising  S  91.12  and  by  adding  new  5  91.84 
to  read  as  foUows; 

§  91.12  Carriage  of  narcotic  drugs, 
marihuana,  and  depressant  or  stim¬ 
ulant  drugs  or  substances. 

(a)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 
(b)  of  this  section,  no  person  may  oper¬ 
ate  a  civil  aircraft  within  the  United 
States  with  knowledge  that  narcotic 
drugs,  marihuana,  and  depressant  or 
stimulant  drugs  or  substances  as  defined 
in  Federal  or  State  statutes  are  carried 
in  the  aircraft. 

(b)  Paragraph  (a)  of  this  sectitm  does 
not  apply  to  any  carriage  of  narcotic 
drugs,  marihuana,  and  depressant  or 
stimulant  drugs  or  substan^  author¬ 
ized  by  or  under  any  Federal  or  State 
statute  or  by  any  Federal  or  State 
agency. 

§  91.64  Flights  between  Mexico  or  Can¬ 
ada  and  the  United  States. 

Unless  otherwise  authorized  by  ATC, 
no  person  may  operate  a  civil  aircraft 
between  Mexico  or  Canada  and  the 
United  States  without  filing  an  IFR  or 
VFR  flight  plan,  as  appropriate. 

D.  Parts  133,  137,  and  141  would  be 
amended  as  follows: 

1.  By  adding  new  S  133.14  to  Part  133, 
new  S  137.21  to  Part  137,  and  new  S  141.6 
to  Part  141  to  read  as  follows: 

§ _  Carriage  of  narcotic  drugs 

marihuana,  and  depressant  or  stim¬ 
ulant  drugs  or  substances. 

If  the  holder  of  a  certificate  issued 
tmder  this  part  permits  any  aircraft 
owned  or  leased  by  that  holder  to  be  en¬ 
gaged  in  any  operation  that  the  certifi¬ 
cate  holder  knows  to  be  in  violation  of 
S  91.12(a)  of  this  chapter,  that  operation 
is  a  basis  for  suspending  or  revoking  the 
certificate. 

These  amendments  are  proposed 
under  the  authority  of  sectlcms  307(c). 
313(a),  601,  602,  603,  604,  and  607  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  UJ3.C. 
1348(c).  1354(a).  1421,  1422,  1423,  1424, 
and  1427),  and  section  6(c)  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
UJB.C.  1655(c)). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June 
28, 1972. 

J.  A.  Febrarxsz, 

Acting  Director, 
Flight  Standard*  Service. 

[FR  Doc.72-10177  FUed  7-3-72:8:50  am] 


/ 

FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK  BOARD 

[12  CFR  Part  545  1 

[Mo.  72-780] 

FEDERAL  SAVINGS  AND  LOAN 
SYSTEM 

Limited  Facility  Branch  Offices 
Juki  27,  1972. 

Resolved  that  the  Federal  Heme  Loan 
Bank  Board  considers  it  advisable  to 
amend  Part  545  of  the  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  for  the  Federal  Savings  and  Loan 
System  (12  CPR  Part  545)  relating  to 
operations  of  Federal  savings  and  loan 
associations  for  the  purpose  of  providing 
for  the  establishment  and  operation  by 
Federal  savings  and  loan  associaticxis  of 
an  additional  t3T>e  of  ofSce  facility  to  in¬ 
crease  the  viability  of  such  associations 
in  promoting  thrift  and  housing  financ¬ 
ing.  Accordingly,  the  Federal  Home  Loan 
Bank  Board  proposes  to  amend  said  Part 
545  by  adding  a  new  paragraph  (J)  to 
9  545.14,  immediately  following  present 
paragraph  (i) ,  to  read  as  follows : 

§  545.14  Branch  office. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(J)  Limited  facility  branch  office — (1) 
General.  In  connection  with  any  appli¬ 
cation  for  permission  to  establi^  a 
branch  office  which  the  Board  has  deter¬ 
mined  does  not  satisfy  in  full  the  require¬ 
ments  of  paragraph  (c)  of  this  section 
as  to  necessity  and  reasonable  proba¬ 
bility  of  usefulness  and  success,  but  such 
tests,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Board,  are  met 
to  a  degree  which  would  support  a  limited 
operation  of  a  branch  office,  the  Board 
may  approve  the  application  as  a  limited 
facility  branch  office.  Such  an  office,  if 
approved  by  the  Board,  will  be  subject  to 
limitations  imposed  by  the  Board  as  to 
one  or  more  of  the  following: 

(1)  Niunber  and  tsrpe  (supervisory, 
clerical,  teller)  of  personnel  to  be 
utilized; 

(ii)  Phsrsical  size  and  characteristics; 

(ill)  Amoimt  of  capital  investment  by 
the  applicant;  and 

(iv)  Extent  of  activities. 

In  addition,  an  applicant  for  permission 
to  establish  a  branch  office  under  this 
section  may  propose  that  the  office  be  a 
limited  facility  branch  office  in  a  case 
where  the  applicant  believes  that  the 
tests  in  paragraph  (c)  of  this  section  can 
be  met  only  to  a  degree  which  would  sup¬ 
port  a  limited  operation  of  a  branch 
office,  and  the  applicant  may  propose 
one  or  more  of  the  limitatiems  to  be  im¬ 
posed  by  the  Board.  A  limited  facility 
branch  office  may  be  advertised  to  the 
puUic  as  a  branch  office. 

(2)  Removal  of  limitations.  Limita¬ 
tions  imposed  by  the  Board  in  the  case  of 
a  limited  facility  branch  office  may  be 
removed  by  the  Board  in  whole  or  in  part 
from  time  to  time  upon  api^catioa  by 
the  operating  FedeitJ  aasociatiaa.  No 
application  for  removal  of  limitations 
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may  be  filed  imtll  a  limited  facility 
branch  office  has  been  in  operation  for 

2  years.  If  and  when  all  limitations  have 
been  removed  by  the  Board,  the  limited 
facility  branch  of&ce  will  become  a 
branch  office  to  be  operated  by  an  associ¬ 
ation  in  the  same  manner,  and  subject 
to  the  same  management  discretion,  as  a 
branch  office  approved  pursuant  to  this 
section. 

(Sec.  5,  48  Stat.  132,  as  amended;  12  TT.S.O. 
1464.  Reorg.  Plan  No.  3  of  1947,  12  F.R.  4981, 

3  CFR,  1943-48  Oomp.,  p.  1071) 

Resolved  further  that  Interested  per¬ 
sons  are  invited  to  submit  written  data, 
views,  and  arguments  to  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board,  101  Indiana  Avenue  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  DC  20552,  by  July  28.  1972,  as  to 
whether  this  proposal  should  be  adopted, 
rejected,  or  modified.  Written  material 
submitted  will  be  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection  at  the  above  address  unless  con¬ 
fidential  treatment  is  requested  or  the 
material  would  not  be  made  available  to 
the  public  or  otherwise  disclosed  under 
§  505.6  of  the  General  Regulations  of  the 
Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board  (12  CFR 
505.6). 

By  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board. 

[SEAL]  Eugene  M.  Herrin, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-10218  FUed  7-3-72;8:S2  am] 


[12  CFR  Part  582  1 

[No.  72-761] 

DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA  SAVINGS 
AND  LOAN  ASSOCIATIONS  AND 
BRANCH  OFFICES 

Limited  Facility  Branch  Offices 
June  27,  1972. 

Resolved  that  the  Federal  Home  Loan 
Bank  Board  considers  It  advisable  to 


amend  Part  582  of  the  regulations  for 
District  of  Columbia  savings  and  loan 
associations  and  branch  offices  (12  C!FR 
Part  582)  for  the  purpose  of  providing 
for  the  establishment  and  operation  by 
District  of  Columbia  savings  and  loan 
associations  of  an  additional  type 
of  office  facility  to  increase  the  viability 
of  such  associations  in  promoting  thrift 
end  housing  financing.  Accordingly,  the 
Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board  pro¬ 
poses  to  amend  said  Part  582  by  adding 
a  new  paragraph  (k)  to  S  582.1,  immedi¬ 
ately  following  present  paragraph  (J), 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  582.1  Branch  office. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(k)  Limited  facility  branch  office — 
(1)  General,  lii  connection  with  any  ap¬ 
plication  for  permission  to  establish  a 
branch  office  by  a  District  of  Columbia 
association  which  the  Board  has  deter¬ 
mined  does  not  satisfy  in  full  the  require¬ 
ments  of  paragraph  (c)  of  this  section 
as  to  necessity  and  reasonable  probabil¬ 
ity  of  usefulness  and  success,  but  such 
tests,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Board,  are  met 
to  a  degree  which  would  support  a  lim¬ 
ited  (^ration  of  a  branch  office,  the 
Board  may  approve  the  application  as  a 
limited  facility  branch  office.  Such  an 
office,  if  approved  by  the  Board,  will  be 
subject  to  limitations  imposed  by  the 
Board  as  to  one  or  more  of  the  following: 

(i)  Number  and  tjrpe  (supervisory, 
clerical,  teller)  of  personnel  to  be 
utilized; 

(ii)  Physical  size  and  characteristics: 

(ili)  Amount  of  capital  investment  by 

the  applicant;  and 

(iv)  Extent  of  activities. 

In  addition,  a  District  of  Coliunbia  as¬ 
sociation  which  applies  for  permission  to 
establish  a  branch  office  under  this  sec- 
tlcQ  may  propose  that  the  office  be  a 
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limited  facility  branch  office  in  a  case 
where  the  applicant  believes  that  the 
tests  in  paragraph  (c)  of  this  section  can 
be  met  only  to  a  degree  which  would  sup¬ 
port  a  limited  operation  of  a  branch 
office,  and  the  applicant  may  propose  one 
or  more  of  the  limitations  to  be  imposed 
by  the  Board.  A  limited  facility  branch 
office  may  be  advertised  to  the  public  as 
a  branch  office. 

(2)  Removal  of  limitations.  Limita¬ 
tions  imposed  by  the  Board  in  the  case 
of  a  limited  facility  branch  office  may  be 
removed  by  the  Board  in  whole  or  in  part 
from  time  to  time  upon  application  by  the 
operating  association.  No  application  for 
removal  of  limitations  may  be  filed  until 
a  limited  facility  branch  office  has  been 
in  operatlcm  for  2  years.  If  and  when  all 
limitations  have  been  removed  by  the 
Board,  the  limited  facility  branch  office 
will  become  a  branch  office  to  be  operated 
by  an  associatlcoi  In  the  same  manner, 
and  subject  to  the  same  management  dis¬ 
cretion,  as  a  branch  office  approved  pur¬ 
suant  to  this  section. 

(Sec.  S,  48  8tst.  182,  as  amended;  12  17.S.C. 
1464.  Reorg.  Plan  No.  3  of  1947,  12  F.R.  4981, 
3  CFR,  1943-48  Comp.,  p.  1071) 

Resolved  further  that  interested  per¬ 
sons  are  invited  to  submit  written  data, 
views,  and  arguments  to  the  Oflice  of  the 
S^retary,  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board,  101  Indiana  Avenue  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  DC  20552,  by  July  28,  1972,  as  to 
whether  this  proposal  should  be  adopted, 
rejected,  or  modified.  Written  material 
submitted  will  be  available  for  public  in- 
spectlcm  at  the  above  address  unless  con¬ 
fidential  treatment  is  requested  or  the 
material  would  not  be  made  available  to 
the  public  or  otherwise  disclosed  under 
S  505.6  of  the  General  R^ulations  of  the 
Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board  (12  CFR 
505.6). 

By  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board. 

[SEAL]  Eugene  M.  Herrin, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-10219  FUed  7-3-72;8:62  am] 
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Notices 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Comptroller  of  the  Currency 

IDelegation  Order  No.  14] 

FIRST  DEPUTY  COMPTROLLER  OF 
CURRENCY  ET  AL. 

Delegation  of  Authority  Regarding 

Order  of  Succession  as  Acting 

Comptroller 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in 
me  by  Treasury  Department  Order  No. 
129  (Rev.  No.  2).  dated  April  22.  1955.  it 
Is  hereby  ordered  as  follows: 

1.  The  following  officers  in  the  Bureau 
of  Comptroller  of  the  Currency,  in  the 
order  of  succession  enumerate,  shall 
act  as  Comptroller  of  the  Currency  dur¬ 
ing  the  absence  or  disability  of  the  Comp¬ 
troller  of  the  Currency  or  when  there  is 
a  vacancy  in  such  office: 

(1)  Justin  T.  Watson,  First  Deputy  Comp¬ 
troller  ol  the  Currency. 

(2)  Thomas  O.  De8ha2so,  Deputy  Comp¬ 
troller  of  the  Currency. 

(3)  David  C.  Motter,  Deputy  Comptroller 
of  the  Currency. 

(4)  John  D.  Owin,  Deputy  Comptroller  of 
the  Currency. 

(6)  Kenneth  W.  Leaf,  Chief  National  Bank 
Examiner. 

(6)  William  A.  Howland,  Jr.,  Administra¬ 
tive  Assistant  to  the  Con^>troller  of  the 
Cmrency. 

(7)  Dean  E.  Miller,  Deputy  Comptroller 
of  the  Currency 

(8)  Richard  J.  Blanchard,  Deputy  Comp- 
troUer  of  the  Currency. 

(9)  Albert  J.  Faulstich,  Deputy  Comp¬ 
troller  of  the  Currency. 

(10)  Regional  Administrator  of  National 
Banks  at  Richmond,  Va. 

(11)  Regional  Administrator  of  National 
Baixks  at  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

(12)  Regional  Administrator  of  National 
Banks  at  New  York  City,  N.Y. 

(13)  Regional  Administrator  of  National 
Banks  at  Cleveland,  Ohio. 

(14)  Regional  Administrator  of  National 
Banks  at  Atlanta,  Oa. 

(15)  Regional  Administrator  of  National 
Banks  at  Boston,  Mass. 

(16)  Regional  Adniinlstrator  of  National 
Banks  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

(17)  Regional  Administrator  of  National 
Banks  at  Memphis,  Tenn. 

(18)  Regional  Administrator  of  National 
Banks  at  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

(19)  Regional  Administrator  of  National 
Banks  at  Minneapolis,  Minn. 

(20)  Regional  Administrator  of  National 
Banks  at  Dallas,  Tex. 

(21)  Regional  Administrator  of  National 
Banks  at  Denver,  Colo. 

(22)  Regional  Administrator  of  National 
Banks  at  San  Francisco,  Calif. 

(23)  Regional  Administrator  of  National 
Banks  at  Portland,  Oreg. 

2.  In  the  event  of  an  enemy  attack 
on  the  continental  United  States,  all  Re¬ 
gional  Administrators  of  National  Banks, 
including  any  Acting  Regional  Adminis¬ 
trators,  are  authorized  in  their  respective 
regions  to  perform  any  function  of  the 


Comptroller  of  the  Currency,  or  the  Sec- 
retaiy  of  the  Treasury,  whether  or  not 
otherwise  delegated,  which  is  essential 
to  the  carrying  out  of  responsibilities 
otherwise  assigned  to  them.  The  respec¬ 
tive  officers  will  be  notified  when  they  are 
to  cease  exercising  the  authority  dele¬ 
gated  in  this  paragraph. 

3.  Delegation  Order  No.  13  is  hereby 
repealed. 

Dated:  June  28, 1972. 

[seal]  William  B.  Camp, 

Comptroller  of  the  Currency. 

[FR  Doc.72-10205  FUed  7-3-72;8:49  am] 


Internal  Revenue  Service 

[Pay  Board  Ruling  1972-55;  Cost  of  Living 
CovmcU  Ruling  1972-66] 

REDUCTION  IN  WORKWEEK  WITH¬ 
OUT  PROPORTIONATE  DECREASE 
IN  PAY 

Pay  Board  and  Cost  of  Living  Council 
Ruling 

Facts.  In  May  of  1970,  City  X  and  the 
Firefighters  Association  contractually 
agreed  to  reduce  the  workweek  of  fire¬ 
fighters  to  58.8  hours  per  we^  on  Janu¬ 
ary  1,  1971;  to  57.4  hours  on  January  1, 
1972;  and  to  56  hours  on  January  1. 
1973.  Additionally,  a  salary  scale  was 
agreed  to  effective  July  1,  1970.  Such 
salary  scale  is  currently  in  effect,  as  is 
the  workweek  of  57.4  hours.  The  City  and 
Association  are  presently  negotiating  a 
new  salary  scale  for  firefighters  to  be 
effective  July  1, 1972. 

Issue.  In  setting  a  new  salary  scale,  is 
the  scheduled  workweek  reduction  to  56 
hours,  which  results  in  an  increase  in 
the  average  straight-time  hourly  rate, 
includable  in  computing  the  permissible 
annual  aggregate  increase? 

Ruling.  Yes.  Economic  Stabilization 
Regulations,  6  CFR  101.2  (1972)  include 
in  the  definition  of  “pay  adjustment” 
“•  *  •  benefits  which  result  in  more  pay 
per  hour  or  other  unit  of  work  or  produc¬ 
tion  (e.g..  by  shortening  the  workday 
without  a  proportionate  decrease  in 
pay)”.  Such  benefit  is  also  included  in 
the  Pay  Board  definition  of  “wages  and 
salaries”.  See  Economic  Stabilization 
Regulations,  6  CFR  201.3  (1972).  There¬ 
fore.  a  projected  decrease  in  hours 
worked  without  a  proportionate  decrease 
in  pay  must  be  taken  into  consideration 
in  determining  the  permissible  annual 
aggregate  increase  for  an  appropriate 
employee  imlt.  In  the  instant  case,  such 
permissible  increase  will  be  the  general 
wage  and  salary  standard  of  6  Cm  201.10 
(1972),  (or.  If  applicable,  an  exception 


thereto  imder  6  CFR  201.11  (1972))  be¬ 
cause  the  pay  adjustment  imder  negotia¬ 
tion — ^i.e.,  the  new  salary  schedule — is  a 
modification  of  an  existing  contract. 

This  ruling  has  been  approved  by  the 
General  Counsel  of  the  Pay  Board  and 
the  Cost  of  Living  Council. 

Dated;  June  30, 1972. 

Lee  H.  Henkel,  Jr., 

Chief  Counsel. 

Internal  Revenue  Service. 

Approved:  Jime  30, 1972. 

Samuel  R.  Pierce,  Jr., 

General  Counsel, 

Department  of  the  Treasury. 

[FR  Doc.72-10247  FUed  7-3-72;8:62  am] 


(Price  Commission  Ruling  1972 — 206] 

DETERMINATION  OF  PROFIT  MARGIN 
VIOLATION 

Price  Commission  Ruling 

Facts.  Company  A,  a  manufacturer, 
makes  cost-justified  price  increases  (re¬ 
duced  to  refiect  productivity  gains)  from 
the  base  price  on  certain  products.  In 
the  fiscal  year  in  which  A  increased  the 
prices,  A  had  net  sales  of  $10,300,000. 
The  price  increases  contributed  $400,000 
to  this  amount.  This  contribution  is 
calculated  by  multiplying  the  units  sold 
times  the  increase  per  unit.  The  cost  of 
sales  and  normal,  generally  recurring 
costs  of  business  operations,  determined 
before  nonoperating  items,  extraordi¬ 
nary  items  and  income  taxes,  was 
$9,500,000.  Company  A’s  base  period 
profit  margin  was  5  percent  as  deter¬ 
mined  imder  the  applicable  definitions 
in  Economic  Stabilization  Regulations, 
6  CFR  300.5  (1972).  Company  B,  also  a 
manufacturer,  has  identical  facts  with 
one  difference.  B’s  price  increases  con¬ 
tributed  only  $200,000  to  its  net  sales. 

Issue.  To  what  extent,  if  any,  were  the 
increased  prices  of  Companies  A  and  B 
in  excess  of  those  allowed  by  the 
regulations? 

Ruling.  The  price  increases  of  both 
firms  resulted  in  a  profit  margin  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  the  base  period  profit  margin. 
Therefore,  a  violation  of  Economic  Sta¬ 
bilization  Regulations,  6  CFR  300.12 
(1972),  exists.  A  is  in  violation  by 
$300,000.  B  is  in  violation  by  $200,000. 

A  price  in  excess  of  the  base  price  is 
permitted  under  section  300.12  of  the 
regulations.  “[Olnly  to  the  extent  the 
increased  price  does  not  result  in  an  in¬ 
crease  in  [the  firm’s!  profit  margin  over 
that  which  prevailed  during  the  base 
period.”  If  the  price  increases  by  A  or  B 
had  not  occurred,  each  firm’s  revenues 
and  profit  margin  would  have  been  less. 
Therefore,  the  current  profit  margin  in 
excess  of  the  base  period  profit  margin 
is  a  result  of  the  price  increases.  See 
6  CFR  300.54(b)  (1)  (1972) .  The  amount 
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by  which  increased  prices  are  in  viola¬ 
tion  of  S  300.12  in  any  case  is  the 
lesser  of: 

(1)  The  contribution  to  net  sales  by 
the  increased  price;  or 

(2)  The  amount  (expressed  in  dollars) 
by  which  the  base  period  profit  margin 
has  been  exceeded.  This  amount  is  the 
difference  between  actual  revenues  and 
the  maximum  revenues  allowable  to 
achieve  the  base  period  profit  margin. 

Maximum  revenues  allowable,  (R) .  may 
be  expressed  in  the  following  formula: 

(J{) -Costs 

- - =Ba8e  period  profit  margin 


’  1 — BcMe  period  profit  margin 

Company  A,  in  the  fact  situation  above, 
exceeded  its  base  period  profit  margin 
by  $300,000.  This  is  because  by  using  the 
formula  above,  the  maximum  allowable 
revenue  for  A  is  determined  to  be  $10 
million  and  A’s  actual  revenues  were 
$10,300,000.  Since  the  difference,  or  ex¬ 
cess  profits,  of  $300,000  is  less  than  the 
contribution  to  sales  from  the  increased 
prices  ($400,000)  the  amoimt  of  the  vio¬ 
lation  by  A  is  limited  to  $300,000. 

In  the  case  of  Company  B,  the  maxi¬ 
mum  allowable  revenues  and  the  profit 
margin  figures  would  be  the  same  as  A’s 
because  B’s  facts  are  identical.  However, 
since  the  contributicm  to  net  sales  rev¬ 
enues  from  B’s  price  increases  is  $200,000, 
which  is  less  than  the  profit  margin  ex¬ 
cess  of  $300,000,  the  amount  of  the  viola¬ 
tion  by  B  is  limited  to  $200,000. 

Price  Commission  Ruling  1972-36,  37 
F.R.  2990  (1972)  is  no  longer  applicable 
to  the  extent  that  it  defines  profit  margin 
inconsistently  with  the  manner  of  calcu¬ 
lating  profit  margin  used  in  this  ruling. 
The  definition  of  profit  margin  in  S  300.5 
of  the  regulations  has  been  amended 
subsequent  to  the  issusmce  of  Riiling 
1972-36. 

This  ruling  has  been  approved  by 
the  General  Coimsel  of  the  Price 
Commission. 

Dated:  June  30, 1972. 

Lee  H.  Henkel,  Jr., 

Chief  Counsel, 
Internal  Revenue  Service. 

Approved:  June  30, 1972. 

Samuel  R.  Pierce,  Jr., 

General  Counsel, 

Department  of  the  Treasury. 

[FR  Doc.7a-10248  Filed  7-e-72;8:62  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  A6RIGULTURE 

Forest  Service 

DEMONSTRATION  OF  MISS  SYSTEM 
FOR  SPRUCE  BUDWORM  CONTROL, 
MONTANA 

Notice  of  Availability  of  Final 
Environmental  Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
Natiimal  Envlnmmental  P<dicy  Act  of 


1969,  the  Forest  Service,  Department  of 
Agriculture,  has  prepa^  a  final  en¬ 
vironmental  statement  for  the  pn^iosed 
Demonstration  of  the  Modular  Internal 
Spray  System  for  Spruce  Budworm  Con¬ 
trol  in  Montana,  USDA-FS-FES(Adm) 
72-31. 

The  environmental  statement  concerns 
a  proposal  by  the  U.S.  Forest  Service  in 
cooperation  with  the  Department  of  De¬ 
fense  to  cmduct  an  aerial  spray  demon¬ 
stration  on  approximately  3,000  acres  of 
western  sprunce  budworm  infested  tim¬ 
ber  on  the  Ninemlle  Ranger  District  of 
the  Lolo  National  Forest  in  western 
Montana. 

This  final  environmental  statement 
was  filed  with  CEQ  on  June  22,  1972. 

Copies  are  available  for  inspection  dur¬ 
ing  regular  working  hours  at  the  follow¬ 
ing  locations: 

USDA,  Forest  Service,  South  Agriculture 
BuUdlng,  Room  3230,  12th  Street  and  In¬ 
dependence  Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  DC 
20250. 

USDA,  Forest  Service,  Northern  Region,  Fed¬ 
eral  Building,  Missoula,  Mont.  69801. 

Lolo  National  FcK'est,  2801  Rxissell,  Missoula, 
MT  69801. 

A  limited  number  of  single  copies  are 
available  up(»i  request  to  Mr.  Steve 
Yurich,  Re^onal  Forester,  U.S.  Forest 
Service,  Federal  Building,  Missoula, 
Mont.  59801. 

Copies  are  also  available  from  the  Na¬ 
tional  Technical  Information  Service, 
U.S.  Department  of  Ccmunerce,  Spring- 
field.  Va.  22151.  Please  refer  to  the  name 
and  number  of  the  environmental  state¬ 
ment  above  when  ordering. 

Copies  of  the  environmental  state¬ 
ment  have  been  sent  to  various  Federal, 
State,  and  local  agencies  as  outlined  in 
the  (Council  on  Environmental  Quality 
Guidelines. 

Thomas  C.  Nelson, 
Deputy  Chief,  Forest  Service. 

June  28,  1972. 

[FR  Doc.72-10162  Filed  7-3-72;8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  DF  THE  INTERIOR 

National  Park  Service 

NATIONAL  REGISTER  OF  HISTORIC 
PLACES 

Additions  and  Deletions 

By  notice  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
March  15,  1972,  Part  H.  there  was  pub¬ 
lished  a  list  of  the  properties  included 
in  the  National  Register  of  Historic 
Places.  This  list  has  been  amended  by 
a  notice  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
March  7  (pp.  4923-24) ,  April  4  (pp.  6770- 
72).  May  2  (pp.  8890-95),  and  June  6 
(pp.  11274-76).  Further  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  certain  amendments  or  revi- 
sicms  in  the  nature  of  additions,  dele¬ 
tions,  or  corrections  to  the  previously 
published  list  are  adopted  as  set  out 
below. 

It  is  the  responsibility  of  all  Federal 
agencies  to  take  cognizance  of  the  prop¬ 


erties  included  in  the  National  Register 
as  herein  amended  and  revised  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  section  106  of  the  National  His¬ 
toric  Preservaticm  Act  of  1966,  80  Stat. 
915, 16  n.S.C.  470. 

TTie  properties  listed  below  which  are 
marked  by  an  asterisk,  have  been  desig¬ 
nated  National  Historic  Landmark  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

The  following  properties  have  been 
demolished  and  have  been  removed  from 
the  National  Register: 

ILLINOIS 

St.  Clair  County 

Belleville,  St.  Clair  County  Courthouse,  Pub¬ 
lic  Square. 

kentdckt 

Jefferson  County 

Louisville,  Old  Central  High  School  Building, 
southwest  comer.  Eighth  and  Chestnut 
Streets. 

The  following  properties  have  been 
added  to  the  Register  since  June  6: 

ALABAIIA 

Russell  County 

Fort  Mitchell  vicinity.  Fort  Mitchell  Site, 
north  of  Fort  MltcheU. 

ALASKA 

Northwestern  District 

Kiana  vicinity.  Onion  Portage  Archeological 
District,  east  of  Kiana  on  the  Kobuk  River. 

ARKANSAS 

Hempstead  County 

Washington,  Confederate  State  Capitol 
(The  Hempstead  County  Courthouse). 
Washington,  Washington  Historic  District, 
boundaries  correspond  to  original  1824 
plat  of  Washington. 

CALIFORNIA 

Alameda  County 

Oakland,  Old  Oakland  Public  Museum 
(Cameron- Stanford  House),  1426  Lakeside 
Drive. 

Oakland,  Dunsmuir  House,  Peralta  Oaks 
Court. 

Kings  County 

Hanford,  Taoist  Temple,  No.  12  China  Alley. 

Los  Angeles  County 

San  Pedro,  Point  Fermin  Lighthouse,  806 
Paseo  Del  Mar. 

Riverside  County 

Valerie  vicinity,  Coachella  Valley  Fish  Traps, 
2  miles  west  of  Valerie. 

San  Joaquin  County 

Lockeford,  Locke  Home  and  Bam,  19960  West 
Elliott  Road. 

Salano  County 

Collinsville  vldnlty,  Hastings  Adobe,  One- 
Third  mile  north  of  CoUinsvllle  on  County 
Route  68,  then  east  1.25  miles  on  County 
Route  493. 

Yolo  County 

Brooks  vicinity,  Caflon  School,  north  of 
Brooks. 

Rumsey 

Rumsey  Town  Hall,  California  18  at  Man- 
zanlta  Street. 

COLORADO 

Clear  Creek  County 

Georgetown,  HamUl  House,  Argentine  Street 
and  Third. 
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Denver  County 

Denver.  Pearce-McAllUter  Cottage,  1880  Oey* 
lord  Street. 

COHKKCnCTTT 

Fatrfleld  County 

Stamford,  Old  Town  Hall. 

DXLAWAaX 

Kent  County 

Soutb  Bowers  vicinity.  Island  Field  Site,  0.5 
mile  southeast  of  Bowers  Beach. 

New  Castle  County 

Stanton  vicinity,  Hale~Bymes  House,  south 
at  Stanton  at  corner  of  Routes  7  and  4. 

FLoamA 

Broward  County 

Fort  Lauderdale,  New  River  Inn  (City  Hall 
Annex) ,  229  Southwest  Second  Avenue. 

Citrus  County 

Inverness  vicinity.  Fort  Cooper,  8  miles 
ncHTtheast  Inverness  on  TTJ3.  41  on  the 
west  bank  of  Fort  Cooper  Lake. 

Duval  County 

Jacksonville,  Catherine  Street  Fire  Station, 
14  Catherine  Street. 

Hillsborough  County 

Zephyrhllls  vicinity.  Fort  Foster,  c.  0  miles 
south  of  Zephyrhllls. 

Lee  County 

Pine  Island  vicinity,  Demere  Key  (SL13I), 
ott  western  shore  of  Pine  Island,  In  Pine 
Island  Sound. 

Leon  County 

Tallahassee,  Call,  Governor  Richard  Keith, 
House  (The  Grove),  Adams  and  First 
Avenue. 

Monroe  County 

Miami  vldnlty,  Indian  Key,  75  miles  south  of 
between  upper  and  lower  Mate- 
ciimbe  Key. 

Key  West 

East  Martello  Tower,  South  Roosevelt  Boule* 
vard. 

Pinellas  County 

St  Petersburg,  Weeden  (Weedon)  Island  Site, 
Weeden  Island  Road,  1  mile  south  of  Gandy 
Boulevard  ait  Tampa  Bay. 

St.  Johns  County 

St.  Augustine,  Aoero  House,  39  St.  George 
Street. 

St.  Augustine  vicinity 

Fish  Island  Site,  south  of  the  dty  Ixyundary 
near  the  Matanzas  River. 

Seminole  County 

Altamonte  Springs,  Bradlee-Mcintyre  House, 
Massacbusetts  Park  Place  and  Florida  436, 
1  mile  east  of  Interstate  4. 

CEOEGIA 

Troup  County 

La  Grange  vicinity,  Reid-Glanton  House 
(Hutchinson  House),  Intersection  ot  Geer* 
gla  109  and  PattlUo  Road,  east  ot  La 
Grange. 

n>ARO 

Otryhee  County 

Silver  City  vicinity.  Silver  City  Historic  Dis¬ 
trict,  sec.  6,  T  5  S,  R.  3  W..  on  Jordan 
Creek. 

ILLiMOn 

Cook  County 

Oak  Park.  Pleasant  Home  (Mills  Bouse) ,  217 
Boom  Avenoa. 


Greene  County 

Bdred  vldnlty.  The  Koster  Site,  c.  3  miles 
south  ot  Bdred. 

Menard  County 

Petersburg  vldnlty.  Lincoln’s  New  Salem 
Village,  south  of  Petersburg,  New  Salem 
State  Park. 

IOWA 

Crawford  County 

Dow  City  vldnlty.  The  Dow  House,  Just  out¬ 
side  edge  of  town  on  the  south  end  of 
Prince  Street. 

Johnson  County 

Iowa  City,  Old  Capitol,  located  at  the  center 
of  the  Pentacrest,  the  University  of  Iowa, 
bounded  by  Washington,  Madison,  Jeffer¬ 
son,  and  Clinton  Streets. 

Montgomery  County 

Red  Oak,  Chautaugua  Park,  Oak  Street. 

Polk  County 

Des  Moines,  Terrace  HiU  (Hubbell  Mansion), 
2300  Grand  Avenue. 

KANSAS 

,  Doniphan  County 

Fanning  vldnlty.  Panning  Archeological 
Site,  c.  1  mile  north  of  Fanning. 

Franklin  County 

Ottawa  vicinity,  Jones  Tauy,  House,  c.  3  miles 
nortbecist  of  OttawK 

McPherson  County 

Llnddx>rg  vldnlty.  Paint  Creek  Archeological 
Site,  c.  5  miles  southwest  of  Undsborg. 

Ottawa  County 

Minneapdls  vldnlty,  Minneapolis  Archeologi¬ 
cal  Site  (140TS),  c.  2  miles  south  ot 
Minneapolis. 

KKNTUCKT 

Franklin  County 

Frankfort,  Glen  Willis,  Leestown  Pike. 

Warren  County 

Bowling  Green,  Moore,  Maria,  House,  801 
State  Street. 

Woodford  County 

Versailles  vldnlty,  Jouett,  Captain  Jack, 
House,  5  miles  southwest  of  Versailles  on 
Craig’s  MiU  Pike. 

IXiUISIANA 

Iberville  Parish 

Plaquemine  Lock,  confluence  of  Bayou  Pla- 
quemlne  with  the  Mississippi  River. 

Natchitoches  Parish 

Melrose,  Melrose  Plantation,  Louisiana  119. 

ICABTLAND 

Baltimore  (Independent  city),  *Homewood, 
North  Charles  and  34th  Streets. 

Mother  Seton  House,  600  North  Paca  Street. 

Caroline  County 

Greensboro  vicinity.  Willow  Grove,  Maryland 
457,  2A  miles  southeast  of  Maryland  213. 

SfASaACHUSETTS 

Berkshire  County 

North  Adams,  Freight  Yard  Historic  District, 
Boston  and  Maine  Frelgbthouse  Area,  Troy 
And  Greenfield  Railroad  Depot  and  Freight 
Area. 

North  Adams,  Monument  Square-Eagle  Street 
Historic  District. 

Stockbiidge,  Citizens  Hall,  Stockbridge  (In¬ 
terlaken)  . 


SCICKIGAK 

Baraga  County 

Asslnins,  Assinins,  UB.  41. 

Charlevoix  County 

Norwood  Township,  Pewangoing  Quarry, 
T.  33  N.,  R.  9  W. 

Muskegon  County 

EgeUton  Township,  SpHng  Creek  Site,  T,  10 
N..  R.  16  W. 

Newaygo  County 

Everett  Township,  Toft  Lake  Village  Site, 
T,  13  N.,  R.  12  W. 

MINNESOTA 

Pine  County 

Pine  City  vicinity,  Stumne  Mounds,  about  4 
miles  west  of  Pine  City  on  the  Snake 
River. 

MISSISSIPPI 

Madison  County 

Mannsdale,  Chapel  of  the  Cross,  on  Missis¬ 
sippi  463,  6  miles  northwest  of  Its  Juncture 
with  Interstate  66. 

'  Tunica  County 

Tunica  vicinity,  Hollywood  Site,  SE^,  SWV4, 
Sec.  33,  T.  3  S.,  R.  11  W. 

MISSOURI 

Jackson  County 

Kansas  City,  Curtiss,  Louis,  Studio  Building, 
1116-1118-1120  McGee  Street. 

St.  Louis  (independent  city).  St.  John  Nepo- 
muk  Parish  Historic  District. 

MONTANA 

Lewis  A  Clark  County 

Helena,  Helena  Historic  District. 

NEBRASKA 

Cass  County 

Weeping  Water  vldnlty,  Theodore  Davis  Site 
(2SCC17),  Ifi  miles  east  on  Nebraska  260. 

NEVADA 

Nye  County 

Tonapah  vldnlty,  Belmont.  46  miles  north¬ 
east  of  Tonopab  via  UB.  6,  Nevada  8-A  and 
82. 

NEW  JERSEY 

Burlington  County 

Burlington,  St.  Mary’s  Episcopal  Church. 
north  side  Broad  Street  between  Talbot 
and  Wood  Streets. 

NEW  YORK 

Albany  County 

Albany.  Quackenbush  House,  683  Broadway. 

Albany,  Washington  Park  Historic  District, 
Washington  Park  and  properties  that  face 
It  on  Madison  Avenue,  Willett  Street,  State 
Street,  and  South  Lake  Avenue,  plus  Thur- 
low  Terrace  and  Englewood  Place. 

Essex  County 

Lake  Placid,  Brown,  John.  Farm,  John  Brown 
Road. 

Herkimer  County 

Salisbury  Center,  Salisbury  Center  Covered 
Bridge,  Falrvlew  Road  and  i^ruce  Creek. 

Jefferson  County 

Scickets  Harbor.  Union  Hotel,  corner  of  Main 
and  Ray  Streets. 
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Neva  York  County 

New  York,  J.  P.  Morgan  and  Co.  Building, 
as  Wall  Street. 

New  York,  Saint-Mark’ a-in-the-Bovoery,  East 
10th  Street  at  Second  Avenue.  l 

Otaego  County 

CJooperstown,  Otaego  County  Courthouae,  103 
Main  Street. 

Queena  County 

Flushing,  Kingsland  Homeatead,  37th  Street 
and  Parsons  Boulevard. 

Saratoga  County 

Saratoga,  Caaino-Congreaa  Park-Circular 
Street  Hiatoric  Diatrict,  bounded  on  the 
west  by  Broadway,  on  the  north  by  Spring 
Street,  and  the  southeast  by  Circular 
Street. 

Saratoga  Springs,  Todd,  Hiram  Charlea, 
Houae,  4  Franklin  Square. 

Schoharie  County 

Schoharie.  Old  Lutheran  Paraonage,  adjacent 
to  Spring  Street  In  Lutheran  Cemetery. 

Weatcheater  County 

Yonkers,  Trevor,  John  Bond,  Houae,  61 1  War- 
burton  Avenue. 

NORTH  CAROLINA 

Cumberland  County 

Fayetteville,  Kyle  Houae,  234  Green  Street. 

Franklin  County 

Loulsburg,  The  Peraon  Place,  603  North  Main 
Street. 

OHIO 

Franklin  County 

Oolmnbus,  Old  Governor' a  Mansion,  1234  East 
Broad  Street. 

Hamilton  County 

Cincinnati,  Findlay  Market  Building,  Es¬ 
planade  kt  Elder  Street,  between  Elm  and 
Race  Streets. 

Lucas  County 

Watervllle  vicinity,  Interurban  Bridge,  1  mile 
south  of  Watervllle,  across  Maumee  River. 

Shelby  County 

Sidney,  People’s  Federal  Savings  &  Loan  As¬ 
sociation,  Public  Square,  101  East  Court 
Street  at  Ohio  Avenue. 

Summit  County 

Akron,  Old  Akron  Post  Office,  70  East  Market 
Street. 

Wood  County 

Interurban  Bridge  (also  in  Lucas  County) . 

OKLAHOBIA 

Atoka  County 

Limestone  Gap  vicinity,  Leflore]  Captain 
Charlea,  Houae,  o.  one-half  mile  north  of 
Limestone  Gfq>  on  U.S.  69. 

Ellis  County 

Arnett  vicinity.  Site  of  Town  of  Grand,  o.  14 
mllee  south  of  Arnett. 

Garvin  County 

Hoover  vicinity.  Site  of  Fort  Arbuckle,  e.  0.5 
mile  north  of  Hoover. 

Johnston  County 

Bromide  vicinity,  Wapanucka  Academy  Site, 
approximately  2  miles  southeast  of 
Bromide. 

Kiowa  County 

Lugert  vicinity.  Devil’s  Canyon,  approxi¬ 
mately  3  miles  southeast  of  Lake  Altus 
Dam. 


Latimer  County 

Wllbiirton  vlelnlty.  Riddle’s  Station,  a.  3 
miles  east  of  Wllburton. 

Muskogee  County 

Muskogee,  Union  Agency,  Agency  Hill  in 
Honor  Heights  Park. 

Jordan  Valley.  Pelota  Fronton,  Bassett  Street 

OREGON 

Malheur  County 

(U.S.  95) . 

Vale  Old  Stone  House,  283  South  Main 
Street. 

PENNSYLVANIA 

Berks  County 

Pleasant  Valley,  Gruber  Wagon  Works, 
southeast  of  Mount  Pleasant  on  Penn¬ 
sylvania  183. 

Bucks  County 

Fallsington,  Fallaington  Hiatoric  Diatrict. 

Doylestown,  Fonthill,  East  Court  Street,  at 
Intersection  of  Pennsylvania  313. 

Doylestown,  Moravian  Pottery  and  Tile 
Works,  Court  Street  and  Swamp  Road 
(Pennsylvania  313) . 

Cambria  County 

Johnstown,  Cambria  Public  Library  Build¬ 
ing,  304  Washington  Street. 

Chester  County 

West  Chester,  National  Bank  of  Cheater 
County,  17  North  High  Street. 

West  Chester,  Cheater  County  Courthouse,  10 
North  High  Sttreet. 

Dauphin  County 

Harrisburg,  Walnut  Street  Bridge,  Walnut 
Street  at  Susquehanna  River. 

Lackawanna  County 

Scranton,  Tripp  Family  Homeatead,  1011 
North  Main  Avenue. 

Montgomery  County 

Collegevllle  vicinity,  Evansburg  Hiatoric  Dia¬ 
trict,  on  U.S.  422,  bounded  by  Cross  Keys 
Road,  Grange  Avenue,  Mill  Road,  and 
Ridge  Pike. 

Port  Washington,  Farmar  Mill,  north  of 
Flourtown  Junction  of  U.S.  309  and  Penn¬ 
sylvania  73. 

Northampton  County 

Bethlehem,  The  Old  Water  Works,  located  in 
Historic  Bethlehem  Park. 

Bethlehem,  The  Tannery,  located  in  Historic 
Bethlehem  Park. 

Philadelphia  County 

Philadelphia,  Furness  Library,  34th  Street 
below  Walnut  Street. 

Philadelphia,  Grumblethorpe  Tenant  Houae, 
5269  Germantown  Avenue. 

Philadelphia,  Head  Houae  Square,  both  sides 
of  400  block  of  South  Second  Street. 

Philadelphia,  Southwark  District,  boimded 
by  Delaware  and  Washington  Avenues, 
Fifth,  Lombard,  Front,  and  Catherine 
Streets. 

Susquehanna  County 

Susquehanna,  Erie  Railroad  Station. 

RHODE  ISLAND 

Bristol  County 

Bristol,  Bristol  Customs  House  and  Post  Of¬ 
fice,  420-448  Hope  Street. 

Bristol,  Reynolds,  Joseph,  House,  956  Hope 
Street. 

Kent  County 

Warwick,  Gaapee  Point,  off  Namquld  Drive. 

Warwick,  Pontiac  Mills,  Knight  Street,  Ptm- 
tlao. 


Newport  County 

Newport,  Covell,  William  King,  III,  House, 
72  Washington  Street. 

Providence  County 

Forestdale,  Foreatdale  MOl  VUlage  Historic 
Diatrict,  running  east  and  west  along  Main 
Street,  northerly  upon  Maple  Avenue. 

Providence,  Haile,  Joseph,  Houae  (Gardner 

House),  106  George  Street. 

Providence,  Grace  Church,  176  Mathewson 
Street. 

Providence,  Pearce,  Nathaniel,  Houae,  305 
Brook  Street. 

Providence,  Trinity  Square  Repertory 
Theater  (Majestic  Theater),  201  Washing¬ 
ton  Street. 

SOUTH  CAROLINA 

Allendale  County 

Johnson’s  Landing  vicinity,  Lawton  Mounds, 
0.75  mile  south  of  Johnson’s  Landing  off 
South  Carolina  73. 

Beaufort  County 

Beaufort,  Cuthbert,  John  A.,  Houae,  1203  Bay 
Street. 

Charleston  County 

Rockville.  Village  of  Rockville  Historic 
Height. 

Cheater  County 

Chester,  City  of  Cheater  Hiatoric  Diatrict. 

Laurens  County 

Laurens,  Laurens  County  Courthouae,  Lau¬ 
rens  Courthouse  Square. 

TENNESSEE 

Blount  County 

Manrvllle  vicinity,  Sam  Houston  School- 
house,  northeast  of  Maryville  on  Ten¬ 
nessee  8. 

Knox  County 

Knoxville,  Knoxville  City  Hall,  City  Hall 
Park.  Western  Avenue. 

Maury  County 

Columbia  vicinity,  Zion  Presbyterian 
Church,  6.3  miles  west  of  Columbia  off 
Tennessee  99. 

Montgomery  County 

Clarksville,  Clarksville  Federal  Building, 
southwest  comer  of  Commerce  and  South 
Second  Streets. 

Clarksville,  Poston  Block,  southwest  corner 
of  Main  and  Telegraph  Streets. 

TEXAS 

Fannin  County 

Bonham  vicinity.  The  Sam  Rayburn  House, 
1.6  miles  west  of  Bonham  on  n.8.  82. 

Galveston  County 

Galveston,  Vrsuline  Convent,  2600  Avenue  N. 

Gonzales  County 

Gonzales,  Gonzales  County  Courthouae, 
bounded  by  St.  Louis,  St.  Paul,  St. 
Lawrence,  and  St.  Joseph  Streets. 

Tarrant  County 

Fort  Worth,  Pollock-Cappa  Houae,  1120  Penn 
Street. 

VIRGINIA 

Caroline  County 

Port  Royal  vicinity.  Gay  Mont,  on  U.S.  17 
near  Jimctlon  with  n.S.  301. 

Lynchbiirg  (Independent  city),  Lynchburg 
Court  Houae,  Ninth  Street  between  Court 
and  Church  Streets. 

Petersburg  (Independent  city),  Blandford 
Church,  319  South  Crater  Road. 
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Roanoke  County 

Salatn.  Evans  Bouse,  218  Broad  Street. 
Rockbridge  County 

Lexington,  •Washington  and  Lee  Uni¬ 
versity  Historic  District. 

Scott  Countu 

NlckelsylUe  Tldnlty,  KiUg  'rg  Fort  Bouse, 
■outbeast  side  of  Virginia  71, 0.8  mile  south 
(  of  intersection  with  Virginia  670. 

I  WISCONSIK 

Door  County 

!  Washington  vicinity.  Rock  Island  Historic 
^  District,  tniimrt  at  northeast  tip  of  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  in  Lake  8Clcbigan. 

Robert  M.  Utlet, 
Director,  Office  of  Archeology 
and  Historic  Preservation. 
[FR  Doc.72-10135  PUed  7-3-72;8:50  am] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

[DES  72-69] 

f  PROPOSED  WILDERNESS  AREA, 
MINGO  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE 
REFUGE,  MISSOURI 

Notice  of  Availability  of  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement 

Pursaunt  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  oi 
1969,  Public  Law  91-190,  the  Department 
of  the  Interior  has  prepared  a  draft  en- 
vlnximental  statement  for  a  proposed 
wilderness  area  in  W&yne  and  Stoddard 
Countiee.  Mo.,  and  invites  written  com¬ 
ments  within  45  dJiys  of  this  notice. 

Under  this  proposal,  1,705  acres  of  the 
lifingo  National  Wildlife  Refuge  would  be 
designated  as  wilderness  within  the  Na¬ 
tional  Wilderness  Preservation  System. 
The  statement  examines  the  environ¬ 
mental  impacts  of  the  proposed 
designation. 

Copies  of  the  draft  statemoit  are 
available  for  inspection  at  the  following 
locaticms: 

Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries  and  Wildlife,  Fed¬ 
eral  Building,  Feat  Snelllng,  Boom  630, 
'  Twin  Cities,  Minn.  66111. 

Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries  and  Wildlife,  Office 
I  of  Environmental  Quality,  Department  of 
the  Interior.  Room  2246, 18th  and  C  Streets 
NW.,  Washington.  D.C.  2024a 

Single  copies  may  be  obtained  by  writing 
the  Chief.  Office  of  Environmental 
Quality,  Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries  and 
WUdlife,  Washington.  D.C.  20240.  Please 
refer  to  the  statement  number  abova 
Dated:  June  26.  1972. 

W.  W.  Lyons, 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary, 
Program  Policy. 
[FB  Doe.72-10150  Piled  7-S-72;8:60  am] 


[INBS  72-70] 

PROPOSED  WILDERNESS  AREA 
WITHIN  IMPERIAL  NATIONAL 
WILDLIFE  REFUGE,  YUMA  COUNTY, 
ARIZ.,  AND  IMPERIAL  COUNTY., 
CALIF. 

Notice  of  Availability  of  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  Public  Law  91-190,  the  Department 
of  the  Interior  has  prepared  a  draft  en¬ 
vironmental  statement  for  a  proposed 
wilderness  area  within  the  Imperial  Na¬ 
tional  Wildlife  Refuge,  Yuma  County, 
Arlz.,  and  Imperial  County,  Calif.,  and 
invites  written  comments  within  45  days 
of  this  notice. 

The  proposed  wilderness  area  will  in¬ 
clude  approximately  9,475  acres  of  the 
Imperial  National  Wildlife  Refuge  to  be 
designated  as  wilderness  within  the  Na¬ 
tional  Wilderness  Preservation  Syst^. 

Copies  are  available  for  inspection  at 
the  following  locations: 

Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries  and  WUdlife,  600 
Ck>ld  Avenue  SW..  Room  9018,  Post  Office 
Box  1306,  Albuquerque,  NM  87103. 

Bureau  of  Fisheries  and  WUdlife,  1500 
Plaza  Building,  Boom  288,  1600  Northeast 
Irving  Street,  Post  Office  Box  3737,  Port¬ 
land,  OR.97208. 

Bureau  of  Sport  Ftsheries  emd  WUdlife.  Office 
of  Environmental  Q\iallty,  Department  of 
the  Interior,  Rocon  2246, 18th  and  C  Streets 
NW..  Washington,  DC  20240. 

Single  copies  may  be  obtained  by  writing 
the  Chief,  Office  of  Environmental  Qual¬ 
ity,  Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries  and  Wild¬ 
life.  Washington.  D.C.  20240.  Please  refer 
to  the  statement  number  ateve. 

Date:  Jime  26, 1972. 

W.  W.  Lyons, 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary. 

Program  Policy. 
[FR  Doc.72-10161  FUed  7-3-72;8:60  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

HEALTH  SERVICES  AND  MENTAL 
HEALTH  ADMINISTRATION 

Statement  of  Organization,  Functions, 
and  Deiegations  of  Authority 

In  the  chapter  alphabetically  coded 
“3A-00” — Office  of  the  Administrator 
(3A00) — delete  the  paragraph  entitle 
Office  of  Personnel  (3Ai5).  Also,  replace 
the  paragraph  aitlUed  Office  of  the  As¬ 
sociate  Administrator  tor  Management 
with  the  following: 

Offlee  of  the  Associate  Administrator 
for  Management  (3A19).  Under  the  di¬ 
rection  of  the  Associate  Administrator 
for  Management,  who  is  a  member  of  the 


Administrator’s  immediate  staff:  (1) 
Serves  as  the  Administrator’s  principal 
staff  arm  for  providing  administration¬ 
wide  leader^p  in  all  phases  of  manage¬ 
ment;  (2)  participates  in  executive 
policy  formulation  and  execution;  (3) 
advises  on  management  implications  of 
Administration  plans  and  programs;  (4) 
directs  and  coordinates  the  Administra¬ 
tion’s  activities  in  the  areas  of  manage¬ 
ment  policy,  systems  management, 
financial  management,  procurement  and 
materiel  management,  grants  manage¬ 
ment,  personnel  management,  engineer¬ 
ing  consultation,  HSMHA  library,  and 
PHS  claims  activities;  (5)  collaborates 
with  the  Associate  Administrator  for 
Program  Planning  and  Evaluation  in 
the  development  and  implementation 
of  the  5-year  program  and  financial  plan 
for  the  Administrator’s  Program  Plan¬ 
ning  and  Budgeting  System;  and  (6) 
assures  coordination  and  liaison  in  these 
areas  between  the  Administrator  and 
the  operating  program  offices. 

Dated:  June  23,  1972. 

8.  H.  Clarke, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Administration  and  Management. 

[FR  Doc.72-10146  PUed  7-3-72;8:46  am] 

DEPARTMENT  DF 
TRANSPDRTATIDN 

Coast  Guard 

[COD  72-122N] 

EQUIPMENT,  CONSTRUCTION,  AND 
MATERIALS 

Approval  Notice 

1.  Certain  laws  and  regulations  (46 
CFR  Ch.  I)  require  that  various  items  of 
lifesaving,  firefighting  and  miscellane¬ 
ous  equipment,  construction,  and  ma¬ 
terials  used  on  board  vessels  subject  to 
Coast  Guard  inspection,  on  certain 
motorboats  and  other  recreational  ves¬ 
sels.  and  on  the  artificial  islands  and 
fixed  structures  on  the  outer  Continental 
Shelf  be  of  types  approved  by  the  Com¬ 
mandant.  UJ3.  Coast  Guard.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  document  is  to  notify  all  in¬ 
terested  persons  that  certain  approvals 
have  been  granted  as  herein  described 
during  the  period  from  May  8,  1972  to 
May  16,  1972  (Ust  No.  14-72).  These 
actions  were  taken  in  accordance  with 
the  procedures  set  forth  in  46  CFR  2.75-1 
to  2.75-50. 

2.  ’The  statutory  authority  for  equip¬ 
ment,  construction,  and  material  approv¬ 
als  is  generally  set  forth  in  sections  367, 
375,  390b,  416.  481.  489,  526p.  and  1333 
of  title  46,  United  States  Code,  section 
1333  of  title  43,  United  States  Code,  and 
section  198  of  title  50,  United  States 
Code.  The  Secretary  of  Transportation 
has  delegated  authority  to  the  Comman¬ 
dant.  U.S.  Coast  Guarf  with  respect  to 
these  approvals  (49  CFR  1.46(b)).  Hie 
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specifications  prescribed  by  the  Com¬ 
mandant,  UJ3.  Coast  Guard  for  certain 
types  of  equipment,  construction,  and 
materials  are  set  forth  in  46  CFR  Parts 
160  to  164. 

3.  The  approvals  listed  in  this  docu¬ 
ment  shall  be  in  effect  for  a  period  of  5 
years  from  the  date  of  issuance,  unless 
sooner  cancelled  or  suspended  by  proper 
authority. 

Life  Preservers;  Repairing  and 
Cleaning 

Approval  No.  160.006/27/0,  Vacuum 
sterilizing  cleaning  processes  for  kapok 
and  fibrous  glass  life  preservers  as  out¬ 
lined  in  Vacuum  Sterilizing  Co.  letter 
dated  June  20,  1967,  and  USCO  Specifi¬ 
cation  Subpart  160.006,  where  buoyancy 
fillers  are  not  removed  from  envelope 
covers  during  cleaning  process,  manu¬ 
factured  by  Vacuum  Sterilizing  Co., 
1354  York  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA 
94110,  effective  May  8,  1972.  (It  is  an 
extension  of  Approval  No.  160.006/27/9 
dated  August  17.  1967.) 

Buoyant  Cushions,  Unicellular 
Plastic  Foam 

Note:  Approved  for  use  on  motorboats  of 
Classes  A,  1,  or  2  not  carrying  passengers 
for  hire. 

Approval  No.  160.049/47/0,  special  ap¬ 
proval  for  15"  X  15"  X  3"  rectangular 
unicellular  plastic  foam  buoyant  cushion 
with  vinyl  dip  coating,  dwg.  No.  62D976 
and  Bill  of  Materials  dated  June  24, 1962, 
manufactured  by  0«itex  Corp.,  Carbon- 
dale,  Pa.  18407,  effective  May  8,  1972. 
(It  is  an  extension  of  Approval  No. 
160.049/47/0  dated  August  23,  1967.) 

Approval  No.  160.049/69/1,  special  ap¬ 
proval  for  15"  X  21"  X  2"  rectangular 
vinyl-dip  coated  unicellular  plastic  foam 
buoyant  cushion,  dwg.  No.  1521  dated 
August  1,  1967,  revision  1  dated  Au¬ 
gust  24,  1967,  manufactured  by  Texas 
Water  Ch’afters,  Post  OfiOce  Drawer  539, 
Wichito  Falls,  TX  76307,  effective  May  8. 
1972.  (It  is  an  extension  of  Approval  No. 
160.049/69/1  dated  August  24,  1967.) 

Buoys,  Life,  Ring,  Unicellular  Plastic 

Approval  No.  160.050/83/0,  30-inch. 
Model  850  foam  ring  buoy,  fiberglass 
wrapped  urethane  foam,  manufactured 
in  accordance  with  USCO  Specification 
Subpart  160.050  and  A-P  dwg.  No. 
850/2/72  dated  February  3.  1972,  manu¬ 
factured  by  Atlantic-Pacific  Manufac- 
tiulng  Corp.,  124  Atlantic  Avenue, 
Brocrtclyn,  N.Y.  11201,  effective  May  10, 
1972. 

Buoyant  Vests,  Unicellular  Plastic 
Foam 

Note:  For  motorboats,  of  Classes  A,  1,  or  2 
not  carrying  passengers  for  hire. 

Approval  No.  160.052/352/0.  Type  n. 
Model  SCBV,  adult  vinyl-dip  coated  imi- 
cellular  plastic  buoyant  vest,  dwg.  No. 
1001,  Rev.  1  dated  December  23,  1966, 
manufactured  by  Texas  Water  Crafters, 
Post  Office  Drawer  539,  Wichita  Falls, 
TX  76307,  for  Hurtsboro  Oak  Flooring 
Co.,  Inc.,  Hurtsboro,  Ala.  36860,  effective 
May  8,  1972.  (It  Is  an  extension  of  Ap¬ 
proval  No.  160.052/352/0  dated  August  1, 
1967.) 


Work  Vests,  Unicellular  Plastic 
Foam 

Approval  No.  160.053/30/0,  Model 
LPWV,  unicellular  plastic  foam,  vinyl 
coated  work  vest,  manufactured  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  USCO  Specification  Sub¬ 
part  160.053  and  Ooodenow  dwg.  No.  LP 
101  dated  December  8,  1971,  for  Mer¬ 
chant  Vessels-Work  Vest  Only,  manu¬ 
factured  by  Ooodenow  Manufacturing 
Co.,  1301  West  18th  Street,  Erie,  PA 
16501,  effective  May  10, 1972. 

Special  Purpose  Water  Safety  Buoyant 

Devices  for  Designated  Use  on  All 

Motorboats  and  for  General  Use  on 

Motorboats  of  Classes  A,  1,  or  2  Not 

Carrying  Passengers  for  Hire 

Approval  No.  160.064/30/0,  adult  X- 
large.  Model  No.  14023,  vinyl  dipped  luii- 
cellular  plastic  foam  “Water  Ski  Jump 
Vest”,  manufactured  in  accordance  with 
USCCi  Specification  Subpart  160.064  and 
UL  report  file  No.  MQ  27,  manufactured 
by  Texas  Recreation  Corp.,  Texas  Water 
Crafters  Division,  Post  Office  Drawer 
539,  Wichita  Palls.  TX  76037,  for  Red 
Head  Brand  Ctorp.,  4100  Platinum  Way, 
Dallas.  TX  75237,  effective  May  11,  1972. 

Approval  No.  160.064/31/0,  adult  large. 
Model  No.  14022,  vinyl  dipped  imicellular 
plastic  foam  “Water  Ski  Jump  Vest”, 
manufactured  in  accordance  with  USCXJ 
Specification  Subpart  160.064  and  UL  re¬ 
port  file  No.  MQ  27.  manufactured  by 
Texas  Recreation  Corp.,  Texas  Water 
Crafters  Division,  Post  Office  Drawer 
539,  Wichita  Palls.  TX  76037,  for  Red 
Head  Brand  Corp.,  4100  Platinum  Way, 
Dallas,  TX  75237,  effective  May  11, 1972. 

Approval  No.  160.064/32/0.  child 
medium.  Model  No.  14021,  vinyl  dipped 
unicellular  plastic  foam  “Water  Ski 
Jump  Vest”,  manufactured  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  USCO  Specification  Subpart 
160.064  and  UL  report  file  No.  MQ  27, 
manufactured  by  Texas  Recreation 
CcMp.,  Texas  Water  Crafters  Division, 
Post  Office  Drawer  539,  Wichita  Falls, 
TX  76037,  for  Red  Head  Brand  Corp., 
4100  Platinum  Way,  Dallas.  TX  75237, 
effective  May  11, 1972. 

Approval  No.  160.064/46/1,  Model  No. 
770D  or  8425  cloth  covered  imicellular 
plastic  foam  horseshoe  life  buoy,  manu¬ 
factured  in  accordance  with  USCO  Spec¬ 
ification  Subpart  160.064  and  UL  report 
file  No.  MQ  7.  manufactured  by  Atlantic- 
Pacific  Manufacturing  Corp..  124  Atlan¬ 
tic  Avenue,  Brooklyn.  N.Y.  11201,  effec¬ 
tive  May  9. 1972. 

Approval  No.  160.064/47/0,  child  me¬ 
dium,  Model  No.  6750,  vinyl  dipped  uni¬ 
cellular  plastic  foam  “Water  Ski-Jump 
Vest”,  manufactured  in  accordance  with 
USCX>  Specification  Subpart  160.064  and 
UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  28.  manufac¬ 
tured  by  Texas  Recreation  Corp.,  Texas 
Water  Crsffters  Divisitm,  Post  Office 
Drawer  539,  Wichita  Falls,  TX  76307,  for 
Buddy  Schoellkopf  Products,  Inc.,  4100 
Platinum  Way,  Dallas,  TX  75237,  effec¬ 
tive  May  11,  1972. 

Approval  No.  160.064/48/0,  adult  small. 
Model  No.  6751,  vinyl  dipped  imicellular 
plastic  foam  “Water  Ski-Jump  Vest”, 
manufactured  in  accordance  with  USCXI 
Specification  Subpart  160.064  and  UL/ 
MD  report  file  No.  MQ  28,  manufactured 


by  Texas  Recreation  Corp.,  Texas  Water 
Crafters  Division,  Post  Office  Drawer  539, 
Wichita  FaUs,  TX  76307,  for  Buddy 
Schoellkopf  Products,  Inc.,  4100  Plati¬ 
num  Way,  Dallas,  TX  75237,  effective 
May  11. 1972. 

Approval  No.  160.064/49/0,  adult  me¬ 
dium,  Model  No.  6752,  vinyl  dipped  uni¬ 
cellular  plastic  foam  “Water  Ski- Jump 
Vest”,  manufactured  in  accordance  with 
USCXI  Specification  Subpart  160.064  and 
UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  28,  manufac¬ 
tured  by  Texas  Recreation  Corp.,  Texas 
Water  C^rafters  Division,  Post  Office 
Drawer  539,  Wichita  Falls,  TX  76307,  for 
Buddy  Schoellkopf  Products,  Inc.,  4100 
Platinum  Way,  Dallas,  TX  75237,  effec¬ 
tive  May  11, 1972. 

Approval  No.  160.064/50/0,  adult  large. 
Model  No.  6753,  vinyl  dipped  unicellular 
plastic  foam  “Water  Ski-Jump  Vest”, 
manufactured  in  accordance  wi^  USCO 
Specification  Subpart  160.064  and  UL/ 
MD  report  file  No.  MQ  28,  manufactured 
by  Texas  Recreation  Corp.,  Texas  Water 
Crafters  Division,  Post  (Dffice  Drawer 
539,  Wichita  Palls,  TX  76307,  for  Buddy 
Schoellkopf  Products,  Inc.,  4100  Plati¬ 
num  Way,  Dallas,  TX  75237,  effective 
May  11.  1972. 

Approval  No.  160.064/51/0,  child  me¬ 
dium,  Model  No.  SCC7M,  vinyl  dipped 
unicellular  plastic  foam  “Water  Ski- 
Jump  Vest”,  manufactured  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  USCO  Specification  Subpart 
160.064  and  UL  report  file  No.  MQ  17, 
manufactured  by  Texas  Recreation 
Corp.,  Texas  Water  Crafters  Division, 
Post  Office  Drawer  539,  Wichita  Falls, 
TX  76037,  for  Hurtsboro  Oak  Flooring 
Co.,  Inc.,  Hurtsboro,  Ala  36860,  effective 
May  10, 1972. 

Approval  No.  160.064/52/0,  adult  large. 
Model  No.  SCAL,  vinyl  dipped  unicellu¬ 
lar  plastic  foam  “Water  Ski-Jump  Vest”, 
manufactured  in  accordance  with  USCO 
Specification  Snbpart  160.064  and  UL  re¬ 
port  file  No.  MQ  17,  manufactured  by 
Texas  Recreation  Corp.,  Texas  Water 
Crafters  Division,  Post  Office  Drawer  539, 
Wichita  Palls,  TX  76037,  for  Hurtsboro 
Oak  Flooring  Co.,  Inc.,  Hurtsboro,  Ala. 
36860,  effective  May  10,  1972. 

Ai^roval  No.  160.064/53/0,  adult  me¬ 
dium,  Model  No.  SCAM,  vinyl  dipped  uni¬ 
cellular  plastic  foam  “Water  Ski-Jump 
Vest”,  manufactured  in  accordance  with 
USCO  Specification  Subpart  160.064  and 
UL  report  file  No.  MQ  17,  manufactured 
by  Texas  Recreation  Corp.,  Texas  Water 
Crafters  Division,  Post  Office  Drawer 
539,  Wichita  Falls.  TX  76037,  for  Hurts¬ 
boro  Oak  Flooring  Co.,  Inc.,  Hurtsboro, 
Ala.  36860,  effective  May  10,  1972. 

Approval  No.  160.064/54/0,  adult  small. 
Model  No.  SCAS,  vinyl  dipped  unicellu¬ 
lar  plastic  foam  “Water  Ski-Jump  Vest,” 
manufactured  in  accordance  with  USCO 
Specification  Subpart  160.064  and  UL  re¬ 
port  file  No.  MQ  17,  manufactured  by 
Texas  Recreation  Corp.,  Texas  Water 
CTrafters  Division,  Post  Office  Drawer  539, 
Wichita  Palls,  TX  76037,  for  Hurtsboro 
Oak  Flooring  Co..  Inc.,  Hurtsboro,  Ala. 
36860,  effective  May  10. 1972. 

Approval  No.  160.064/89/0,  child  small. 
Model  No.  14020,  vinyl  dipped  unicellular 
plastic  foam  “Water  Ski  Jiunp  Vest,” 
manufactiu^  in  accordance  with  USCO 
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Specification  Subpart  160.064  and  UL  re- 
ix>rt  file  No.  MQ  27,  manufactured  by 
Texas  Recreation  Corp.,  Texas  Water 
Grafters  Division.  Post  Office  Drawer  539, 
Wichita  Falls.  TX  76037,  for  Red  Head 
Brand  Corp.,  4100  Platinum  Way,  Dallas, 
TX  75237,  effective  May  11,  1972. 

Approval  No.  160.064/131/0,  adult 
smsJl,  Model  No.  CGAJJ-S.  vinyl  dipped 
unicellulsir  plastic  foam  “Ski  Vest,”  man¬ 
ufactured  in  accordsmce  with  USCG 
Specification  Subpart  160.064  and  UL  re¬ 
port  file  No.  MQ  49.  manufactured  by 
Texas  Recreation  Corp.,  Texas  Water 
Grafters  Division.  Post  Office  Drawer  539, 
Wichita  Palls,  TX  76307,  for  Outdoor 
Supply  Co..  Inc.,  1648  Lawson  Street. 
Durham,  NC  27703,  effective  May  10, 
1972. 

Approval  No.  160.064/132/0,  adult 
medium.  Model  No.  COAJJ-M,  vinyl 
dipped  unicellular  plastic  foam  “Ski 
Vest.“  manufactured  in  accordance  with 
USCG  Specification  Subpart  160.064  and 
UL  report  file  No.  MQ  49,  manufactured 
by  Texas  Recreation  Corp.,  Texas  Water 
Grafters  Division,  Post  Office  Drawer  539, 
Wichita  Palls.  TX  76307,  for  Outdoor 
Supply  Co.^  Inc..  1648  Lawson  Street, 
Durham,  NC  27703,  effective  May  10, 
1972. 

Approval  No.  160.064/133/0,  adult 
large.  Model  No.  CGAJJ-L,  vinyl 
dipp^  unicellular  plastic  foam  “Ski 
Vest",  manufactiired  in  accordance  with 
USCG  SiJecification  Subpart  160.064  and 
UL  report  file  No.  MQ  49,  manufactiu^> 
by  Texas  Recreation  Corp.,  Texas  Water 
Grafters  Division.  Post  Office  Drawer  539, 
Wichita  Falls.  TX  76307,  for  Outdoor 
Supply  Co.,  Lie.,  1648  Lawson  Street, 
Duiiiam,  NC  27703,  effective  May  10. 
1972. 

Approval  No.  160.064/177/0.  adult 
smsJl,  Model  No.  FJB-60S,  cloth  covered 
unic^ular  plastic  foam  “Flotation 
Jacket”,  manufactured  in  accordance 
with  USCG  Specification  Subpart  160.064 
and  UL  report  file  No.  MQ  29,  manufac¬ 
tured  by  Steams  Manufacturing  Co.,  Di¬ 
vision  Street  at  30th.  St.  Cloud.  Minn. 
56301,  effecUve  May  12, 1972. 

Approval  No.  160.064/178/0,  adult 
medium.  Model  No.  FJB-60M,  cloth 
covered  unicellular  plastic  foam  “Flota¬ 
tion  Jacket",  manufactured  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  USCG  Specification  Subpart 
160.064  and  UL  report  file  No.  MQ  29, 
manufactured  by  Steams  Manufacturing 
Co..  Dirtsion  Street  at  SOth,  St.  Cloud. 
Minn.  56301,  effective  May  12, 1972. 

Approval  No.  160.064/179/0,  adult 
large.  Model  No.  FJB-60L,  cloth 
covered  unicellular  plastic  foam  “Flota¬ 
tion  Jacket",  manufactured  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  USCG  Specification  Subpart 
160.064  and  UL  report  file  No.  MQ  29. 
manufactured  by  Steams  Mantifacturing 
Co.,  Division  Street  at  SOth.  St.  Cloud. 
Minn.  56301,  effective  May  12. 1972. 

Approval  No.  160.064/180/0,  adult 
X-large,  Model  No.  FJB-60XL.  cloth 
covered  unicellular  plastic  foam  “nota¬ 
tion  Jacket",  manufactured  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  USCG  SpecificaUon  Sui^^art 
160.064  and  UL  report  file  No.  MQ  29, 
manufactured  by  Steams  Manufacturing 


Co.,  Division  Street  at  30th.  St.  Cloud, 
Minn.  56301,  effective  May  12, 1972. 

Approval  No.  160.064/181/0,  adult 
small,  Modd  No.  FJ-50S,  cloth  covered 
unicellular  plastic  foam  “notation 
Jacket",  manufactured  in  accordance 
with  USCG  Specification  Subpart  160.064 
and  UL  report  file  No.  MQ  29,  Type  in 
Device,  manufactured  by  Steams  Manu¬ 
facturing  Co.,  Division  Street  at  SOth.  St. 
Cloud,  Minn.  56301,  effective  May  12, 
1972. 

Approval  No.  160.064/182/0,  adrilt 
medium.  Model  No.  FJ-50M,  cloth  cov¬ 
ered  unicellular  plastic  foam  “notation 
Jacket",  manufactured  in  accordance 
with  USCG  Specification  Subpart  160.- 
064  and  UL  report  file  No.  MQ  29,  Type 
m  Device,  manufactm^  by  Stearns 
Manxifactuilng  Co..  Division  Street  at 
30th,  St.  Cloud,  Minn.  56301,  effective 
May  12  1972. 

Approval  No.  160.064/183/0,  adult 
large.  Model  No.  FJ-50L,  cloth  covered 
unlc^ular  plastic  foam  “notatiim 
Jacket",  manufactured  in  accordance 
with  USCG  Specification  Subpsui  160.- 
064  and  UL  report  file  No.  MQ  29,  l^pe 
m  Device,  manufactured  by  Steams 
Manufacturtng  Co..  Division  Street  at 
30th.  St.  Cloud,  Minn.  56301,  effective 
May  12.  1972. 

An>roval  No.  160.064/184/0,  adult  X- 
large,  Model  No.  FJ-50XL,  cloth  covered 
imic^ular  plastic  foam  “notation 
Jacket",  manufactured  in  acoHdance 
with  USCG  Specification  Subpart  160.- 
064  and  UL  report  file  No.  MQ  29, 
in  Device,  manufactured  by  Steams 
Manufacturing  Co.,  Division  Street  at 
30th,  St.  Cloud,  kUim.  56301,  effective 
May  12, 1972. 

Approval  No.  160.064/195/0,  child 
small.  Model  No.  7-0075,  vinyl  dipped 
unicellular  plastic  foam  “Ski  and  Siwrt 
Safety  Vest,"  manufactured  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  USCG  Specification  Sul^iart 
160.064  and  UL  report  file  Na  MQ  63, 
manufactured  by  Cut  74*  Jrimp  Corp., 
11525  Sorrento  Valley  Road.  San  Diego, 
CA  92121,  for  Western  Wood  Manufac¬ 
turing  Co..  Lake  Oswego,  Oreg.  97034, 
effective  May  16, 1972. 

Approval  No.  160.064/196/0,  child 
small.  Model  No.  7-0076,  vinyl  dinged 
unicellular  plastic  focun  “Ski  and  Sport 
Safety  Vest,"  manufactured  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  USCG  Specification  Sul^)art 
160.064  and  UL  rei^  file  Na  MQ  63, 
manufactured  by  Cut  74*  Jump  Corp., 
11525  Sorrento  Valley  Road,  San  Diego, 
CA  92121,  for  Western  Wood  Manufac¬ 
turtng  Co..  Lake  Oswega  Oreg.  97034, 
effective  May  16, 1972. 

An>roval  No.  160.064/197/0,  adult. 
Model  No.  7-0077,  vinyl  dipped  unied- 
lular  plastic  foam  “Ski  ajQd  l^rt  Safety 
Vest,"  manufactured  in  accordance  with 
USCG  Specification  Subpart  160.064 
and  UL  report  file  No.  MQ  63,  manufac- 
timed  by  Cut  ‘N’  Jiunp  Corp.,  11525  Sor¬ 
rento  Valley  Road,  San  Diego,  CA  92121, 
for  Western  Wood  Manufacturing  Co.. 
Lake  Oswego,  Oreg.  97034,  effective 
May  16, 1972. 

Approval  No.  160.064/198/0,  adult. 
Model  No.  7-0078,  vinyl  dipped  unicellu¬ 
lar  pastic  foam  “Ski  and  Sport  Safety 


Vest,"  manufactured  in  accordance  with 
USCG  Specification  Subpart  160.064  and 
UL  report  file  No.  MQ  63,  manufactured 
by  Cut  ‘N’  Jump  Corp.,  11525  Sorrento 
Valley  Road,  San  Diego,  CA  92121,  for 
Western  Wood  Manufacturing  Co.,  Lake 
Oswego,  Oreg.  97034,  effective  May  16, 
1972. 

Approval  No.  160.064/214/0,  child 
small.  Model  No.  VX80-XS.  vinyl  dipped 
unicellular  plastic  foam  “Ski  and  Sport 
Safety  Vest,”  manufactured  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  USCG  Specification  Subpart 
160.064  and  UL  report  file  No.  MQ  71, 
manufactured  by  Cut  ’N’  Jump  Ski  Corp., 
11525  Sorrento  Valley  Road,  San  Diego, 
CA  92121,  for  AMP  Voit,  Inc.,  Santa 
Ana,  Calif.  92702,  effective  May  15, 
1972. 

Approval  No.  160.064/215/0,  child 
small.  Model  No.  VX80-S/M,  vinyl 
dipped  unicellular  plastic  foam  “Ski  and 
Sport  Safety  Vest,"  manufactiu^  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  USCG  l^}ecification  Sub¬ 
part  160.064  and  UL  rQx>rt  file  No.  MQ 
71,  manufactimed  by  Cut  74*  Jump  Ski 
Corp.,  11525  Sorrento  Valley  Road,  San 
Diego,  CA  92121,  for  AMF  Volt,  Inc., 
Santa  Ana,  Calif.  92702,  effective  May  15, 
1972. 

Approval  No.  160.064/216/0,  adult, 
Model  No.  VX80-M/L,  vinyl  dipped 
imicellular  plastic  fosun  “Ski  and  Sport 
Safety  Vest,"  manufactured  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  USCG  Ek>ecification  Subpart 
160064  and  UL  rQX>rt  file  No.  MQ  71, 
manufactured  by  Cut  74*  Jump  Ski  Corp., 
11525  Sorrento  Valley  Road,  San  Diego, 
CA  92121,  for  AMF  Voit,  Inc.,  Santa 
Ana,  Calif.  92702,  effective  May  15, 
1972. 

Approval  No.  160.064/217/0,  adult. 
Model  No.  VX80-L/XL,  vinyl  dipped 
unicellular  plastic  foam  “Ski  and  Sirart 
Safety  Vest,"  manufactured  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  USCG  Specification  Subpart 
160.064  and  UL  report  file  No.  MQ  71. 
manufactiired  by  Cut  74’  Jump  Ski  Corp., 
11525  Sorrento  Valley  Road,  San  Diego, 
CA  92121.  for  AMF  Voit,  Inc.,  Santa 
Ana,  Calif.  92702,  effective  May  15, 
1972. 

Approval  No.  160.064/229/0,  child 
small.  Model  No.  S9963.  vinyl  dipped  uni¬ 
cellular  plastic  foam  “life  vests,"  manu¬ 
factured  in  accordance  with  USCG  Spec¬ 
ification  Subpart  160.064  and  UL  report 
file  No.  MQ  106,  manilfactured  by  Well¬ 
ington  Puritan  Mills,  Inc.,  Wellington 
Cordage  Division,  Monticello  Highway. 
Madison,  Ga.  30650,  effective  May  10, 
1972. 

Approval  No.  160.064/230/0,  child  me- 
dliun.  Model  No.  S9964  vinyl  dipped  uni¬ 
cellular  plastic  foam  “life  vests,”  manu¬ 
factured  in  accordance  with  USCG  Spec¬ 
ification  SulH>art  160.064  and  UL  report 
file  No.  MQ  106,  manufactured  by  Well¬ 
ington  Puritan  Mills,  Inc.,  Wellington 
Cordage  Division.  Monticello  Highway. 
Madison,  Ga.  30650,  effective  May  10, 
1972. 

Approval  No.  160.064/231/0,  adult. 
Model  S9965,  vinyl  dipped  unicellular 
plastic  foam  ‘life  vest,"  manufactured 
in  accordance  with  UEtCG  Specification 
Subpart  160.064  and  UL  report  file  No. 
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MQ  106.  manulactiired  by  Wellington 
Puritan  Mills,  Inc.,  Wellington  Cordage 
Division.  Monticello  Highway.  Madison, 
Oa.  30650,  effective  May  10,  1972. 

Approv^  No.  160.064/232/0,  20-inch, 
Model  89935,  vinyl  dipped  unicellular 
plastic  foam  "Life  Ring  Buoy,"  manu¬ 
factured  in  8UM:ordance  with  USCQ  Spec¬ 
ification  Subpart  160.064  and  UL  report 
file  No.  MQ  106,  manufactured  by  Well¬ 
ington  Puritan  Mills,  Inc.,  Wellington 
Cordage  Division,  Monticello  Highway, 
Madison.  Oa.  30650,  effective  May  10, 
1972. 

Approval  No.  160-064/246/0,  adult  pe¬ 
tite.  Model  No.  SSV-21  or  SSV-31.  cloth 
covered  unicellular  plastic  foam  "buoy¬ 
ant  vest."  manufactured  in  accordance 
with  USCO  Specification  Subpart 
160.064  and  UL  report  file  No.  MQ  29, 
TsTJe  m  Device,  manufactured  by 
Steams  Manufacturing  Co..  Division 
Street  at  30th,  St.  Cloud.  MN  56301,  ef¬ 
fective  May  12,  1972. 

Approval  No.  160.064/247/0,  adult 
small.  Model  No.  SSV-21  or  SSV-31. 
cloth  covered  unicellular  plastic  foam 
"buoyant  vest,”  manufactured  in  ac- 
cordwce  with  USCO  Specification  Sub¬ 
part  160.064  and  UL  report  file  No.  MQ 
29,  Type  m  Device,  manufactured  by 
Steams  Manufacturing  Co.,  Division 
Street  at  30th,  St.  Cloud.  MN  56301,  ef¬ 
fective  May  12. 1972. 

Approval  No.  160.064/248/0,  adult 
medium,  Model  No.  8SV-21  or  SSV-31, 
cloth  covered  unicellular  plastic  foam 
“buoyant  vest,”  manufactured  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  USCQ  Specification  Subpart 
160.064  and  UL  report  file  No.  MQ  29, 
Type  in  Device,  manufactured  by 
Steams  Manufacturing  Co.,  Division 
Street  at  30th,  St.  Cloud.  MN  56301,  ef¬ 
fective  May  12,  1972. 

Approval  No.  160.064/249/0,  child 
large,  Model  No.  SSV-22  or  SSV-32.  cloth 
covered  unicellular  plastic  foam  “buoy¬ 
ant  vest.”  manufactured  in  accordance 
with  USCO  Specification  Subpart  160.064 
and  X7L  report  file  No.  MQ  29,  Type  in 
Device,  manufactured  by  Steams  Man¬ 
ufacturing  Co.,  Division  Street  at  30th, 
St.  Cloud,  MN  56301,  effective  May  12, 
1972. 

Approved  No.  160.064/250/0,  child 
medium.  Model  No.  SSV-22  or  SSV-32, 
cloth  covered  unicellular  plastic  foam 
"buoyant  vest,”  manufactured  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  USCO  Specification  Subpart 
160.064  and  UL  report  file  No.  MQ  29, 
Type  m  Device,  manufactiired  by 
Steams  Manufacturing  Co..  Division 
Street  at  30th.  St.  Cloud,  MN  56301,  ef¬ 
fective  May  12,  1972. 

Approval  No.  160.064/251/0,  child 
smaJl,  Model  No.  PW-25-N,  cloth  covered 
unicellular  plastic  foam  “buoyant  vest,” 
manufactured  in  accordance  with  USCQ 
Specification  Subpart  160.064  and  UL 
report  file  No.  MQ  29,  manufactured  by 
Steams  Manufacturing  Co.,  Division 
Street  at  30th.  St.  Cloud,  MN  56301,  ef¬ 
fective  May  12,  1972. 

Approval  No.  160.064/252/0,  child 
rnedlimi.  Model  No.  PW-57-N,  cloth 
covered  unicellular  plastic  foam  “buoy¬ 
ant  vest.”  manufactured  in  accordance 
with  USCO  Specification  Subpart  160.064 


and  UL  report  file  No.  MQ  29,  manu¬ 
factured  by  Steams  Manufacturing  Co., 
Division  Street  at  30th,  St.  Cloud,  MN 
56301,  effective  May  12,  1972. 

Approval  No.  160.064/253/0,  child 
large.  Model  No.  PW-79-N,  cloth  covered 
unicellular  plastic  foam  “buoyant  vest,” 
maniifactured  in  accordance  with  USCQ 
Specification  Subpart  160.064  and  UL 
report  file  No.  MQ  29,  Type  in  Device, 
manufactured  by  Steams  Manufactur¬ 
ing  Co.,  Division  Street  at  30th,  St.  Cloud, 
MN  56301,  effecUve  May  12.  1972. 

Approval  No.  160.064/254/0,  adult 
petite.  Model  No.  FJ-51,  cloth  covered 
unicellular  plastic  foam  “Flotation 
Jacket,"  maniifactmed  in  accordance 
with  USCO  Specification  Subpsut 
160.064  and  UL  report  file  No.  MQ  29, 
Type  m  Device,  manufactured  by 
Steams  Manufacturing  Co.,  Division 
Street  at  30th.  St.  Cloud.  MN  56301,  ef¬ 
fective  May  12.  1972. 

Approval  No.  160.064/255/0,  adult 
small.  Model  No.  FJ-51,  cloth  covered 
xmicellular  plastic  foam  “Flotation 
Jacket."  manufactured  in  accordance 
with  USCO  Specification  Subpart 
160.064  and  UL  report  file  No.  MQ  29, 
Type  m  Device,  manufactured  by 
Steams  Manufacturing  Co.,  Division 
Street  at  30th,  St.  Cloud,  MN  56301,  ef¬ 
fective  May  12. 1972. 

Approval  No.  160.064/256/0,  adult  me¬ 
dium,  Model  No.  FJ-51,  cloth  covered 
imicellular  plastic  foam  “Flotation 
Jacket",  manufactured  in  accordance 
with  USCQ  Specification  Subpart  160.- 
064  and  UL  report  file  No.  MQ  29,  Type 
in  Device,  manufactiued  by  Steams 
Manufacturing  Co.,  Division  Street  at 
30th,  St.  Cloud,  Minn.  56301,  effective 
May  12. 1972. 

Approval  No.  160.064/257/0,  adult 
large.  Model  No.  FJ-51,  cloth  covered 
unicellular  plastic  foam  “Flotation 
Jacket",  manufactured  in  accordance 
with  USCQ  Specificatirai  Subpart  160.- 
064  and  UL  report  file  No.  MQ  29,  Type 
in  Device,  manufactmed  by  Steams 
Manufacturing  Co.,  Division  Street  at 
30th,  St.  Cloud,  Minn.  56301,  effective 
May  12, 1972. 

Approval  No.  160.064/281/0,  child  me¬ 
dium,  Model  No.  VX75CO-S.  vinyl  dipped 
unicellular  plastic  foam  “Water  Ski- 
Vest",  manufactured  in  accordance  with 
USCO  l^pecificaticHi  Subpart  160.064  and 
UL  report  file  No.  MQ  71,  Type  ni  De¬ 
vice,  manufactured  by  Cut  ‘N*  Jump  Ski 
Corp.,  11525  Sorrraito  Valley  Rocul,  San 
Diego,  CA  92121,  for  AMP  Volt,  Inc., 
Santa  Ana,  Calif.  92702,  effective  May  15, 
1972. 

Approval  No.  160.064/282/0,  adult, 
Modri  VX75CO-M,  vinyl  dipped  tmicel- 
lular  pltistic  foam  “Water  Ski-Vest", 
manufactured  in  accordance  with  USCO 
Specification  Subpart  160.064  and  UL  re¬ 
port  file  No.  MQ  71,  Type  m  Device, 
manufactured  by  Cut  N*  Jump  Ski  Corp., 
11525  Sorrento  Valley  Road,  San  Diego, 
CA  92121,  for  AMP  Volt,  Inc.,  Santa  Ana, 
Calif.  92702,  effective  May  15.  1972. 

Approval  No.  160.064/283/0,  adult. 
Modd  No.  VX75CQ-L,  vinyl  dipped  uni¬ 
cellular  plastic  foam  “Water  SM-Vest", 
manufactured  in  accordance  with  USCQ 


Specification  Subpart  160.064  and  UL  re¬ 
port  file  No.  MQ  71,  Tsrpe  m  Device, 
manufactured  by  Cut  ‘N*  Jiunp  Ski  Corp., 
11525  Sorrento  Valley  Road,  San  Diego. 
CA  92121,  for  AMF  Voit,  Inc.,  Santa  Ana, 
Calif.  92702,  effective  May  15,  1972. 

Approval  No.  160.064/284/0  adult. 
Model  No.  VX75CQ-XL,  vinyl  dipped  uni¬ 
cellular  plastic  foam  “Water  Ski-Vest”, 
manufactured  in  accordance  with  USCO 
Specification  Subpart  160.064  and  UL  re¬ 
port  file  No.  MQ  71,  Type  m  Device, 
manufactured  by  Cut  ‘N’  Jump  Ski  Corp., 
11525  Sorrento  Valley  Road,  San  Diego, 
CA  92121,  for  AMF  Voit,  Inc.,  Santa  Ana, 
Calif.  92702,  effective  May  15.  1972. 

Approval  No.  160.064/285/0,  adult. 
Model  No.  VX75CG-SXL,  vinyl  dipped 
unicellular  plastic  foam  “Water  Ski- 
Vest”,  manufactured  in  accordance  with 
USCQ  Specification  Subpart  160.064  and 
UL  report  file  No.  MQ  71,  Type  rn  De¬ 
vice,  manufactured  by  Cut  ‘N*  Jump  Ski 
Corp.,  11525  Sorrento  Valley  Road,  San 
Diego,  CA  92121,  for  AMF  Voit,  Inc., 
Santa  Ana,  Calif.  92702,  effective  May  15, 
1972. 

Approval  No.  160.064/286/0,  ladies 
adult.  Model  No.  VX78CG.  vinyl  dipped 
unicellular  plastic  foam  “Water  Ski- 
Vest”,  manufactured  in  accordance  with 
USCO  Specification  Subpart  160.064  and 
UL  report  file  No.  MQ  71,  Type  n  De¬ 
vice,  manufactured  by  Cut  ‘N*  Jump  Ski 
Corp.,  11525  Sorrento  Valley  Road,  San 
Diego,  CA  92121,  for  AMF  Voit,  Inc., 
Santa  Ana,  Calif.  92702,  effective  May  15, 
1972. 

Approval  No.  160.064/318/0,  adult 
smaJl,  Model  No.  16260,  cloth  covered 
unicellular  plastic  foam  “Flotation 
Jacket”,  manufactured  in  accordance 
with  USCO  Specification  Subpart  160.064 
and  UL  report  file  No.  MQ  27,  manufac¬ 
tured  by  Buddy  Schoellkopf  Products, 
Inc.,  4100  Platinum  Way,  Dallas.  TX 
75237,  for  Red  Head  Brand  Corp.,  4100 
Platiniun  Way,  Dallas,  TX  75237,  effec¬ 
tive  May  11, 1972. 

Approval  No.  160.064/319/0,  adult 
mediiun.  Model  No.  16260,  cloth  covered 
imicellular  plastic  foam  “Flotation 
Jacket",  manufactured  in  accordance 
with  Ul^O  Specification  Subpart  160.064 
and  UL  report  file  No.  MQ  27,  manufac¬ 
tured  by  Buddy  Schoellkopf  Products. 
Inc.,  4100  Platinum  Way,  Dallas,  TX 
75237,  for  Red  Head  Brand  Corp.,  4100 
Platinum  Way,  Eiallas,  TX  75237,  effec¬ 
tive  May  11, 1972. 

Approval  No.  160.064/320/0,  adult 
large.  Model  No.  16260,  cloth  covered 
unicellular  plastic  foam  “Flotation 
Jacket",  manufactured  in  accordance 
with  USCQ  Specification  Subpart  160.064 
and  UL  report  file  No.  MQ  27,  manufac¬ 
tured  by  Buddy  Schoellkopf  Products, 
Inc.,  4100  Platinum  Way,  Dallas,  TX 
75237,  for  Red  Head  Brand  Corp.,  4100 
Platinum  Way,  Dallas,  TX  75237,  effec¬ 
tive  May  11, 1972. 

Approval  No.  160.064/321/0,  adult 
X-large,  Model  No.  16260,  cloth  covered 
unicellular  plastic  foam  “Flotation 
Jacket”,  manufactured  In  accordance 
with  USCQ  Specification  Subpart  160.064 
and  UL  report  file  No.  MQ  27,  manufac¬ 
tured  by  Buddy  Schoellkopf  Products, 
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Inc.,  4100  Platinum  Way,  Dallas,  TX 
75237,  for  Red  Head  Brand  Corp.,  4100 
Platinum  Way,  Dallas,  TX  75237,  effec¬ 
tive  May  11,  1972. 

Interior  Finishes  for  Merchant  Vessels 

Approval  No.  164.012/3/0,  “Micarta” 
laminated  plastic  interior  finish  type 
F.R.,  0.050  in.  identical  to  that  described 
in  Westinghouse  Corp.  letter  dated 
March  24,  1972  and  Underwriters’  Labo¬ 
ratories,  Inc.,  file  R4285  and  R4286  dated 
June  23,  1960,  bonded  with  No.  G-9327 
adhesive  in  accordance  with  instructions 
accompanying  the  adhesive,  manufac¬ 
tured  by  Westinghouse  Electric  Corp., 
Decorative  Micarta  Division,  Hampton, 
8.C.  29924,  effective  May  15, 1972. 

Dated:  Jime  28, 1972. 

O.  H.  Read, 

Captain.  U.S.  Coast  Guard, 
Acting  Chief,  Office  of  Mer¬ 
chant  Marine  Safety. 

[PR  Doc.72-10166  Piled  7-3-72;8:50  am] 


[CGD  72-123N1 

EQUIPMENT,  CONSTRUCTION,  AND 
MATERIALS 

Termination  of  Approval  Notice 

1.  Certain  laws  and  regulations  (46 
CFR  Ch.  I)  require  that  various  items  of 
lifesaving,  firefighting  and  miscellaneous 
equipment,  construction,  and  materials 
used  on  board  vessels  subject  to  Coast 
Guard  Inspection,  on  certain  motor- 
boats  and  other  recreational  vessels,  and 
on  the  artificial  islands  and  fixed  struc¬ 
tures  on  the  Outer  Continental  Shelf  be 
of  types  approved  by  the  Commandant, 
UB.  Coast  Guard.  The  purpose  of  this 
document  is  to  notify  all  interested  per¬ 
sons  that  certain  approvals  have  been 
terminated  as  herein  described  during 
the  period  from  May  3,  1972,  to  May  25, 
1972  (List  No.  15-72) .  These  actions  were 
taken  in  accordance  with  the  procedures 
set  forth  in  46  CFR  2.75—1  to  2.75-50. 

2.  The  statutory  authority  for  equip¬ 
ment,  construction,  and  material  ap¬ 
provals  is  generally  set  forth  in  sections 
367,  375,  390b,  416,  481,  489,  526p,  and 
1333  of  title  46,  United  States  Code,  sec¬ 
tion  1333  of  title  43,  United  States  Code, 
and  section  198  of  title  50,  United  States 
Code.  The  Secretary  of  Transportation 
has  delegated  authority  to  the  Com¬ 
mandant,  UB.  Coast  Guard  with  respect 
to  these  approvals  (49  CFR  1.46(b)). 
The  specifications  prescribed  by  the  Com¬ 
mandant,  UB.  Coast  Guard  for  certain 
types  of  equipment,  construction,  and 
materials  are  set  forth  in  46  CFR  Parts 
160  to  164. 

3.  Notwithstanding  the  termination  of 
approval  listed  in  this  document,  the 
equipment  affected  may  be  used  as  long 
as  it  remains  in  good  and  serviceable 
condition. 

Sea  Anchors,  Lifeboat 

The  Eveready  Canvas  Corp.,  270  Water 
Street,  New  York,  NY  10038,  no  longer 
manufactures  certain  sea  anchors  and 


Approval  No.  160.019/6/0  was  therefore 
terminated  effective  May  12, 1972. 

Lifefloats  for  Merchant  Vessels 

The  C.  C.  Galbraith  &  Son,  Inc.,  Mt^le 
Place  and  Manchester  Avenue,  Post  Of¬ 
fice  Box  185,  Keyport,  NJ  07735,  no 
longer  manufactures  certain  lifefioats 
and  Approval  Nos.  160.027/10/1,  160.- 
027/11/1,  160.027/12/1,  160.027/13/1, 

160.027/14/1,  and  160.027/15/1  were 
therefore  terminated  effective  May  10, 
1972. 

Lifeboats 

The  C.  C.  Galbraith  &  Son,  Inc.,  Maple 
Place  and  Manchester  Avenue,  Post  Of¬ 
fice  Box  185,  Keyport,  NJ  07735,  no  longer 
manufactiHes  certain  lifeboats  and  Ap¬ 
proval  No.  160.035/10/3  was  therefore 
terminated  effective  May  25, 1972. 

Structural  Insulations  for  Merchant 
Vessels 

The  Keene  Corp.,  Ceiling  and  Insula¬ 
tion  Division,  Princeton  Service  Center, 
U.S.  Route  1,  Princeton,  N.J.  08540,  no 
longer  manufactures  certain  structural 
insulations  and  Approval  No.  164.007/ 
22/0  was  therefore  terminated  effective 
May  3, 1972. 

Incombustible  Materials  for  Merchant 
Vessels 

The  Owens-Coming  Fiberglas  Corp., 
Toledo,  Ohio  43601,  no  longer  manufac¬ 
tures  certain  incombustible  materials 
and  Approval  No.  164.009/10/2  was 
therefore  terminated  effective  May  18, 
1972. 

Dated:  June  28, 1972. 

G.  H.  Read, 

Captain,  U.S.  Coast  Guard.  Act¬ 
ing  Chief,  Office  of  Merchant 
Marine  Safety. 

[PR  Doc.72-10167  Piled  7-3-72:8:50  am] 


[CGD  72-116R] 

PRESIDENT’S  CUP  REGATTA 
Special  Local  Regulations 

This  notice  promulgates  special  local 
regulations  for  the  President’s  Cup  Re¬ 
gatta.  These  special  local  regulations  are 
established  to  Insure  the  safety  of  life 
on  the  Potomac  River  at  Washington, 
D.C.,  immediately  before,  during,  and 
immediately  after  this  regatta.  Since 
these  special  rules  must  be  made  effec¬ 
tive  in  less  than  30  days  to  apply  at  the 
time  of  the  scheduled  event,  I  find  that 
notice  and  public  procedure  on  the  is¬ 
suance  of  these  rules  is  impracticable 
and  contrary  to  the  public  interest  and 
that  they  may  be  made  effective  in  less 
than  30  days  from  publication. 

Special  Local  Regulations 

(a)  Location.  TThe  area  subject  to 
these  regulations  is  those  waters  enclosed 
by  a  line  drawn  from  the  southern  tip 
of  Haines  Point,  Washington,  D.C.,  to  a 
point  bearing  180*  T,  900  feet  from  the 
southern  tip  of  Haines  Point;  thence 
245*  T  to  the  Virginia  shoreline;  up¬ 


stream  thence  along  the  Virginia  shore¬ 
line  to  the  Penn  Central  Railroad  Bridge 
between  Washington,  D.C.  and  Arling¬ 
ton,  Va.;  thence  034*  T  to  the  Potomac 
Park-Potomac  River  shoreline;  thence 
along  the  Potomac  Park-Potomac  River 
shoreline  to  the  southern  tip  of  Haines 
Point. 

(b)  Regulations.  (1)  Except  for  par¬ 
ticipants  in  the  President’s  Cup  Regatta 
or  persons  or  vessels  authorize  by  the 
Coast  Guard  Patrol  Officer,  no  person 
or  vessel  may  enter  or  remain  in  the 
area  specified  in  paragraph  (a)  of  these 
regulations. 

(2)  The  operator  of  any  vessel  in  the 
immediate  vicinity  of  the  area  specified 
in  paragraph  (a)  of  these  regulations 
shall — 

(1)  Stop  his  vessel  immediately  upon 
hearing  five  or  more  short  blasts  of  a 
horn  or  whistle  from  any  vessel  dis¬ 
playing  a  C''ast  Guard  emblem;  and 

(li)  Proceed  as  directed  by  any  Coast 
Guard  officer  or  petty  officer. 

(3)  Any  spectator  vessel  may  anchor 
outside  of  the  areas  specified  in  para¬ 
graph  (a)  of  this  regulation. 

(4)  The  Coast  Guard  Patrol  Officer 
is  a  commissioned  officer  of  the  Coast 
Guard,  who  has  been  designated  by  the 
Commander,  Fifth  Coast  Guard  District. 

(5)  These  regulations  and  other  ap¬ 
plicable  laws  and  regulations  are  en¬ 
forced  by  Coast  Guard  officers  and  petty 
officers  on  board  Coast  Guard,  public, 
and  private  vessels  displaying  the  Coast 
Guard  emblem. 

(Sec.  1,  36  Stat.  69,  m  amended,  sec.  6(b)  (1) 
80  Stat.  937;  46  UJB.O.  sec.  464,  49  U.S.C. 
sec.  1666(b)(1);  46  CFR  100.35,  49  CFR 
1.46(b) ) 

Effective  dates.  ’These  regulations  are 
effective  from  9  ajn.,  e.d.s.t„  until  6  p.m., 
e.d.s.t.,  on  July  5,  6,  7,  8,  and  9,  1972, 

Dated;  June  29, 1972. 

Ross  P.  Bullard, 
Commander, 

Fifth  Coast  Guard  District. 

[FR  Doc.72-10320  Filed  7-3-72;  12:01  pm] 


ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

[Dockets  Nos.  60-348,  60-364] 

ALABAMA  POWER  CO. 

Order  of  Board  Concerning  Schedule 
for  Evidentiary  Hearing 

In  the  matter  of  Alabama  Power  Co. 
(Joseph  M.  Farley  Nuclear  Plant,  Units 
1  and  2). 

The  hearing  in  the  above  captioned 
matter  will  commence  on  Tuesday,  July 
11,  1972,  at  10  ajn.,  local  Ume,  in  the 
Fourth  Floor  Courtroom,  Houston  Coun¬ 
ty  Courthouse,  Main  and  Oak  Streets, 
Dothan,  Ala.  36301. 

’The  agenda  for  this  evidentiary  hear¬ 
ing  will  concern  environmental  matters. 

Dated  at  Wadiington,  D.C,  this  30th 
day  of  June  1972. 
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For  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing 


Board. 


Jamks  R.  Yokx. 

Chairman. 


[FR  Doc.72-10326  Plied  7-3-72:8:63  am] 


[Docketa  Noe.  50-348A;  50-364A1 

ALABAMA  POWER  CO. 

Notice  of  Antitrust  Hearing  on 
Application  for  Construction  Permits 

In  the  matter  of  Alabama  Power  Co. 
(Joseph  M.  Parley  Units  1  and  2) ,  Dock¬ 
ets  Nos.  50-348A,  50-364A. 

Pursuant  to  the  Atomic  Elnergy  Act 
of  1954,  as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the 
regulations  in  Title  10.  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations.  Part  50,  “Licensing  of  Pro¬ 
duction  and  Utilization  Facilities,”  and 
Part  2,  “Rules  of  Practice,”  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  a  hearing  will  be  held 
at  a  time  and  place  to  be  set  in  the 
future  by  an  Atomic  Safety  and  Licens¬ 
ing  Board  (Board)  designated  herein,  to 
consider  the  antitrust  aspects  of  the  ap¬ 
plication  filed  under  the  Act  by  Alabama 
Power  Co.  (applicant)  for  construction 
permits  for  two  pressurized  water  nu¬ 
clear  power  reactors,  designated  as  the 
Joseph  M.  Farley  Nuclear  Plant  Units  1 
and  2.  The  proposed  facilities  are  to  be 
located  on  the  west  side  of  the  Chatta¬ 
hoochee  River  approximately  17  miles 
east  of  Dothan,  Ala. 

The  hearing  will  be  ccmducted  by  an 
Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing  Board 
(Board)  designated  by  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission  (Commission)  con¬ 
sisting  of  Michael  Olaser,  Esq.,  Carl  W. 
Schwarz,  Esq.,  and  Walter  W.  K.  Ben¬ 
nett,  Esq.,  CHiairman. 

On  September  4, 1971,  the  Commission 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  a  let¬ 
ter  from  the  Attorney  General  dated 
August  16,  1971,  advising  the  Ccmunis- 
sicxi  that  certain  antitrust  aspects  of 
the  application  of  Alabama  Power  Co. 
for  construction  permits  required  a  hear¬ 
ing,  pursuant  to  section  105c  of  the  Act. 
A  notice  published  with  the  Attorney 
General’s  letter  provided  that,  within 
30  days,  any  person  whose  interest 
may  be  affected  by  the  proceeding  could 
file  a  petition  for  leave  to  intervene  and 
request  for  an  antitrust  hearing.  In  a 
timely  petition,  dated  September  17, 
1971,  the  Alabama  Electric  Cooperative, 
Inc.  (Cooperative) ,  Andalusia,  Ala.,  re¬ 
quested  leave  to  intervene  and  an  anti¬ 
trust  hearing.  The  AEC  Regulatory  Staff 
(Staff)  and  the  applicant  have  filed  re¬ 
sponses  to  the  Cooperative’s  petition. 

A  second  petition  requesting  leave  to 
intervene  and  an  antitrust  hearing  was 
filed  by  the  Municipal  Electric  Utility 
Association  of  Alabama  (Association)  on 
February  23, 1972,  beyond  the  30-day  pe¬ 
riod  provided  in  the  referenced  notice. 
The  Association  represents  12  Alabama 
municipalities  and  utilities  boards.  ’The 
Alabama  municipalities  and  utilities 
boards  are  the  cities  of  Alexander  City, 
Dothan,  Fairhope,  Lafayette,  Lanett, 
Luveme,  Opelika.  Piedmont,  Troy,  and 
Tuskegee  and  the  Utilities  Boards  of  the 
city  of  Foley  and  city  of  Sylacauga.  The 


Cooperative,  the  applicant  and  the  Staff 
have  filed  responses  to  the  Association’s 
petltlcm. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  two  pending  petitions  should  be 
ruled  upon  by  the  Board  in  regard  to 
their  respective  requests  for  interven¬ 
tion  herein. 

A  prehearing  conference  will  be  held 
by  the  Board,  at  a  date  and  place  to  be 
set  by  it.  to  consider  pertinent  matters 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  (10  CFR  Part  2).  The 
date  and  place  of  the  hearing  will  be  set 
by  the  Board  at  or  after  the  prehearing 
conference.  Notices  as  to  the  dates  and 
places  of  the  prehearing  conference  and 
the  hearing  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

The  issue  to  be  considered  at  the  hear¬ 
ing  is  whether  the  activities  under  the 
permits  in  question  would  create  or 
maintain  a  situation  inconsistent  with 
the  antitrust  laws  as  specified  in  para¬ 
graph  105a  of  the  Act.  In  its  initial  deci¬ 
sion  the  Board  will  decide  those  mat¬ 
ters  relevant  to  that  issue  which  are  in 
controversy  among  the  parties  and  make 
its  findings  on  the  issue. 

A  cardinal  prehearing  objective  will  be 
to  establish,  on  as  timely  a  basis  as  pos¬ 
sible,  a  clear  and  particularized  identi¬ 
fication  of  those  matters  related  to  the 
issue  in  this  proceeding  which  are  in 
controversy.  As  a  first  step  in  this  pre- 
hearing  process,  the  Board  shall  obtain 
from  the  parties  a  detailed  specification 
of  the  matters  which  they  seek  to  have 
considered  in  the  ensuing  hearing. 

In  the  event  the  Board  finds  that  the 
activities  under  the  permits  would  create 
or  maintain  a  situation  inconsistoit  with 
the  antitrust  laws,  it  will  also  consider, 
in  determining  whether  permits  should 
be  issued,  continued,^  modified,  or  condi¬ 
tioned.  such  other  factors,  including  the 
need  for  power  in  the  affected  area,  as 
the  Board  in  its  judgment  deems  neces¬ 
sary  to  protect  the  public  interest.  The 
Board’s  consideration  in  the  latter  regard 
shall  be  based  (m  the  record  submissions 
by  the  parties  relevant  to  that  matter. 

The  applications  and  the  Attorney 
General’s  letters  have  been  placed  in  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washington,  DC.  As 
they  become  available,  the  transcripts  of 
the  prehearing  conference  and  of  the 
hearing  will  also  be  placed  in  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Public  Document  Room,  where 
they  will  be  available  for  inspection  by 
members  of  the  public.  Copies  of  all  of 
the  foregoing  documents  will  also  be 
available  at  the  Office  of  the  Honorable 
A.  A.  Middleton,  Chairman.  Houston 
County  Commission,  city  of  Dothan, 
Houston  County.  Ala. 

Any  person  who  wishes  to  make  an  oral 
or  written  statement  in  this  proceeding 
setting  forth  his  position  on  the  issue 
specified,  but  who  has  not  filed  a  petition 


I  The  instant  application  Is  covered  by  sec¬ 
tion  105c (8),  pursuant  to  which  a  construc¬ 
tion  permit  may  be  issued  for  certain  ai^li- 
catlona  filed  with  the  C)omml»ion  prior  to 
Dec.  10, 1970,  subject  to  subsequent  antitrust 
review  under  section  105c. 
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for  leave  to  intervene,  may  request  per¬ 
mission  to  make  a  limits  appearance 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  10  CFR 
S  2.715  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice.  Limited  appearances  will  be  per¬ 
mitted  at  the  time  of  the  hearing  in  the 
discretion  of  the  Board,  within  such 
limits  and  on  such  conditions  as  may  be 
fixed  by  the  Board.  Persons  desiring  to 
make  a  limited  appearance  are  requested 
to  inform  the  Secretary  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  U.S.  Atomic  Energy  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20545,  not  later  than 
thirty  (30)  days  from  the  date  of  publi¬ 
cation  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister.  A  person  permitted  to  make  a 
limited  appearance  does  not  become  a 
party,  but  may  state  his  position  and 
raise  questions  which  he  ivould  like  to 
have  answered  to  the  extent  that  the 
questions  are  within  the  scope  of  the 
hearing  as  specified  hereinabove.  A  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  public  does  not  have  the  right 
to  participate  in  the  proceeding  unless  he 
has  been  granted  the  right  to  intervene 
as  a  party  or  the  right  of  limited 
appearance. 

In  the  event  that  the  Board  grants 
either  or  both  pending  petitions  to  inter¬ 
vene.  persons  permitted  to  intervene  shall 
become  parties  to  the  proceeding,  and 
shall  have  all  the  rights  of  the  applicant 
and  the  regulatory  staff  to  participate 
fully  in  the  conduct  of  the  heiulng. 

An  answer  to  this  notice,  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  10  CFR  5  2.705  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice,  must  be 
filed  by  the  applicant  not  later  than 
twenty  (20)  days  from  the  date  of  pub¬ 
lication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

Papers  required  to  be  filed  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  may  be  filed  by  mail  or  telegram 
addressed  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  U.S.  Atomic  Energy  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20545,  Attention: 
Chief,  Public  Proceedings  Branch,  1717 
H  Street  NW.,  Washington.  DC.  Pending 
further  order  of  the  Board,  parties  are 
required  to  file,  pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  10  CFR  S  2.708  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice,  an  original  and 
20  conformed  copies  of  each  such  paper 
with  the  Commission. 

With  respect  to  this  proceeding,  the 
Commission  has  delegated  to  the  Atomic 
Safety  and  Licensing  Appeal  Board  the 
authority  and  the  review  function  which 
would  otherwise  be  exercised  and  per¬ 
formed  by  the  Commission.  ’The  Commis¬ 
sion  has  established  the  Appeal  Board 
pursuant  to  10  (TFR  5  2.785  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice,  and  has  made 
the  delegation  pursuant  to  subparagraph 
(a)(1)  of  that  section.  ’The  Appeal  Board 
for  this  proceeding  will  be  composed  of 
three  members  designated  in  a  subse¬ 
quent  Commission  notice  (10  CFR 
2.787). 

Dated  at  Germantown,  Md.,  this  28th 
day  of  June  1972. 

Atomic  Energy  Commission, 

W.  B.  McCooL, 
Secretary  of  the  Commission. 

[FR  Doc.72-10223  Filed  7-3-72;8:51  eun] 
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NOTICES 


[Docket  No.  50-a69A,  etc.] 

DUKE  POWER  CO. 

Notice  of  Consolidated  Antitrust 

Hearing  on  Applications  for  Con¬ 
struction  Permits  and  Operating 

Licenses 

In  the  matter  of  Duke  Power  Co. 
(Oconee  Units  1,  2.  and  3,  McGuire  Units 
1  and  2),  Dockets  Nos.  50-269A,  50-270A, 
50-287A,  50-369A.  50-370A. 

Piirsuant  to  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended  (the  Act) .  and  the  reg¬ 
ulations  in  Title  10,  C^de  of  Federal 
Regulations,  Part  50,  “Licensing  of  Pro¬ 
duction  and  Utilization  Facilities,"  and 
Part  2,  “Rules  of  Practice,”  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  a  consolidated  hearing 
will  be  held,  at  a  time  and  place  to  be 
set  in  the  future  by  an  Atomic  Safety  and 
Licensing  Board  (Board)  designated 
herein,  to  consider  the  antitrust  aspects 
of  the  applications  filed  under  the  Act 
by  Duke  Power  Co.  (the  applicant),  for 
(a)  construction  permits  for  two  pres¬ 
surized  light  water  nuclear  power  reac¬ 
tors  (McGuire  Nuclear  Station  Units  1 
and  2)  and  (b)  operating  licenses  for 
three  pressurized  light  water  nuclear 
power  reactors  (Oc<mee  Nuclear  Station 
Units  1, 2,  and  3) .  The  proposed  McGuire 
Nuclear  Station  Units  will  be  located  on 
the  shore  of  Lake  Norman,  approximately 
17  miles  northwest  of  Charlotte,  N.C.  The 
Oconee  Nuclear  Station  Units  are  located 
in  eastern  Oconee  County,  near  Seneca, 
6.C. 

The  hearing  will  be  conducted  by  an 
At(Hnic  Safety  and  Licensing  Board 
(Board)  designated  by  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission  (Commission)  con¬ 
sisting  of  Joseph  F.  Tubridy,  J(^n  B. 
Farmakides,  and  Walter  W.  K.  Bennett, 
CThairman. 

On  September  4,  1971,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
a  letter  from  the  Attorney  General  dated 
August  2,  1971,  advising  the  Commission 
that  certain  antitrust  aspects  of  the  op¬ 
erating  license  application  of  Duke 
Power  Co.  for  the  Oconee  Nuclear  Sta¬ 
tion  Units  1,  2,  and  3  required  a  hearing 
pursuant  to  section  105c  of  the  Act.  A 
notice  published  with  the  Attorney  Gen¬ 
eral’s  letter  provided  that,  within  30 
days,  any  person  whose  interest  may  be 
selected  by  the  proceeding  could  file  a 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  smd  re¬ 
quest  for  an  antitrust  hearing.  In  a 
timely  Joint  petition,  dated  September 
29,  1971,  11  North  Carcdina  municipali¬ 
ties  requested  leave  to  intervene  and  an 
antitrust  hearing.  The  11  North  Caro¬ 
lina  municipalities  are  the  cities  of 
Statesville,  High  Point,  Lexington,  Mon¬ 
roe,  Shelby,  and  Albemarle,  and  the 
towns  of  Cornelius,  Drexel,  Granite  Falls, 
Newton,  and  Lincolnton.  The  AEC  regu¬ 
latory  staff  and  the  applicant  have  re- 
six>nded  to  the  Joint  petition. 

On  October  19,  1971,  the  Commission 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  a  let¬ 
ter  from  the  Attorney  General  dated 
September  29,  1971,  advising  the  Com¬ 
mission  that  certain  antitrust  aspects  of 
the  construction  permit  application  of 


the  Duke  Power  Co.  for  the  William  B. 
McGuire  Nuclear  Station  Units  1  and  2 
required  a  hearing  pursuant  to  section 
105c  of  the  Act.  A  notice  publl^ed  with 
the  Attorney  General’s  letter  provided 
ttiat,  within  30  dasrs,  any  person  whose 
interest  may  be  affected  by  the  proceed¬ 
ing  could  file  a  petition  for  leave  to  in¬ 
tervene  and  request  for  an  antitrust 
hearing.  In  a  timely  Joint  petition  dated 
November  16,  1971,  nine  North  Carolina 
municipalities  requested  leave  to  inter¬ 
vene  and  an  antitrust  hearing.  ’The  nine 
North  Carolina  municipalities  are:  the 
cities  of  High  Point,  Lexington,  Monroe, 
Shelby,  and  Albemarle,  and  the  towns  of 
Landis,  Drexel,  Granite  Falls,  and  Lin¬ 
colnton.  Answers  to  these  petitions  were 
filed  by  the  applicant  and  ^e  AEC  regu¬ 
latory  staff. 

The  Commission  has  found  that  con¬ 
solidation  of  the  hearings  held  in  re¬ 
sponse  of  the  advice  of  the  Attorney 
General  would  be  conducive  to  the 
proper  dispatch  of  its  business  and  to 
the  ends  of  Justice.  ’The  Commission  has, 
therefore,  determined  that  the  hearings 
should  be  consolidated.  (10  CFR  §  2.716.) 
Power  frcrni  the  McGuire  and  Oconee 
Units  is  not  proposed  to  be  marketed 
separately  but  Is  to  be  added  to  the  ap¬ 
plicant’s  integrated  system.  The  Attor¬ 
ney  General  has  advised  that  the  facts 
upon  which  he  based  his  advice  and  rec¬ 
ommendations  for  an  antitrust  hearing 
regarding  the  McGuire  Units  are  identi¬ 
cal  to  the  facts  set  forth  in  his  earlier 
communication  concerning  the  Oconee 
Units.  In  addition,  a  number  of  North 
Carolina  municipals  who  expressed  their 
interest  in  antitrust  Issues  concerning 
the  Oconee  Units  have  also  expressed 
their  antitrust  interests  in  the  McGuire 
Units.  Although  there  are  scHne  minor 
variations  in  the  makeup  of  the  munici¬ 
pals  concerning  the  McGuire  and  Oconee 
Units,  the  antitrust  interests  expressed 
for  both  units  are  the  same.  However, 
consolidation  of  the  hearings  does  not 
mean  that  Duke  Power  Co.’s  applications 
will  be  considered  together  as  one  appli¬ 
cation  or  are  mutually  dependent.  There 
are  two  separate  and  distinct  applica¬ 
tions  pending  in  this  matter  and  each 
application  will  be  reviewed  on  its  own 
merits.  Consolidation  is  simply  for  the 
convenience  and  dispatch  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  business. 

The  Commission  has  also  determined 
that  the  pending  petitions  should  be 
ruled  upon  by  the  Board  in  regard  to 
their  respective  requests  for  interven¬ 
tion. 

A  prehearing  conference  will  be  held 
by  the  Board,  at  a  date  and  place  to  be 
set  by  it,  to  consider  pertinent  matters  in 
accordance  with  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  (10  CFR  Part  2).  ’The  date 
and  place  of  the  hearing  will  be  set  by 
the  Board  at  or  after  the  prehearing 
conference.  Notices  as  to  the  dates  and 
places  of  the  prehearing  conference  and 
the  heading  will  be  published  in  tlie  Fed¬ 
eral  Register. 

’The  issue  to  be  considered  at  the  hear¬ 
ing  is  whether  the  activities  under  the 
permits  and  licenses  respectively  in  ques¬ 
tion  would  create  or  maintain  a  situa¬ 


tion  inconsistent  with  the  antitrust  laws 
as  specified  in  paragraph  105a  of  the  Act. 
In  its  initial  decision,  the  Board  will  de¬ 
cide  those  matters  relevant  to  that  issue 
which  are  in  controversy  among  the  par¬ 
ties  and  make  its  findings  (Hi  the  issue. 

A  cardinal  prehearing  objective  will  be 
to  establish,  on  as  timely  a  basis  as  pos¬ 
sible,  a  clear  and  particularized  identl- 
fii^tion  of  those  matters  related  to  the 
issue  in  this  pr(x:eedlng  which  are  in 
controversy.  As  a  first  step  in  this  pre- 
hearing  process,  the  Board  shall  obtain 
from  the  parties  a  detailed  specification 
of  the  matters  which  they  seek  to  have 
(xinsidered  in  the  ensuing  hearing. 

In  the  event  the  Bocu-d  finds  that  the 
activities  under  the  respective  permits  or 
licenses  would  create  or  maintain  a  situ¬ 
ation  Inconsistrat  with  the  antitrust 
laws,  it  will  also  <x)nsider,  in  determining 
whether  permits  or  licenses  should  be 
issued,  continued,  modified,  or  condi¬ 
tioned,  such  other  factors,  including  the 
need  for  power  in  the  affected  area,  as 
the  Board  in  its  Judgment  deems  neces¬ 
sary  to  protect  the  public  interest.  ’The 
Board’s  (xmsideration  in  the  latter  re¬ 
gard  shall  be  based  on  the  record  sub¬ 
missions  by  the  parties  relevant  to  that 
matter. 

The  applications  and  the  Attorney 
General’s  letters  have  been  placed  in  the 
C(Hnmission’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H.  Street  NW.,  Washington.  DC.  As 
they  become  available,  the  transcripts  of 
the  prehearing  conference  and  of  the 
hearing  will  also  be  placed  in  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Public  Document  Roenn,  where 
they  will  be  available  for  inspection  by 
members  of  the  public.  Copies  of  all  the 
foregoing  documents  will  also  be  avail¬ 
able  at  the  Public  Library  of  Charlotte 
and  Mecklenburg  Counties,  310  North 
’Tyron  Street,  Charlotte,  NC. 

Any  person  who  wishes  to  make  an 
oral  or  written  statement  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  setting  forth  his  position  on  the 
issue  specified,  but  who  has  not  filed  a' 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene,  may  re¬ 
quest  permission  to  make  a  limited  ap- 
pearance  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  10 
C7FR  §  2.715  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice.  Limited  appearances  will  be 
permitted  at  the  time  of  the  hearing  in 
the  discretion  of  the  Board,  within  such 
limits  emd  on  such  conditiems  as  may  be 
fixed  by  the  Board.  Persons  desiring  to 
make  a  limited  appearance  are  requested 
to  inform  the  Secretary  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  U.S.  Atcxnlc  Energy  Commission, 
Washington.  D.C.  20545,  not  later  than 
thirty  (30)  days  from  the  date  of  publi¬ 
cation  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister.  A  person  permitted  to  make  a  lim¬ 
ited  appearance  does  not  become  a  party, 
but  may  state  his  position  and  raise 
questions  which  he  would  like  to  have 
answered  to  the  extent  that  the  ques¬ 
tions  are  within  the  scope  of  the  hearing 
as  specified  hereinabove.  A  member  of 
the  public  does  not  have  the  right  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  proceeding  unless  he  has 
been  granted  the  right  to  intervene  as  a 
party  or  the  right  of  limited  appearance. 

In  the  event  that  the  Board  grants 
either  or  both  (tending  petitions  to  inter¬ 
vene,  persons  permitted  to  Intervene 
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»ha.ii  become  parties  to  the  proceedings, 
and  shall  have  all  the  rights  of  the  i^li- 
cant  and  the  regulatory  staff  to  partici¬ 
pate  fully  in  the  conduct  of  the  hearing. 

An  answer  to  this  notice,  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  10  CPR  §  2.705  of  Uie 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice,  must  be 
filed  by  the  applicant  not  later  than 
twenty  (20)  days  from  the  date  of  publi- 
caticm  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

Papers  reQuired  to  be  filed  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  may  be  filed  by  mail  or  tele¬ 
gram  addressed  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission,  U.S.  Atomic  Energy  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20545,  Atten¬ 
tion:  Chief,  Public  Proceedings  Branch, 
1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washlngt<«i,  D.C. 
Pending  further  order  of  the  Board,  par¬ 
ties  are  required  to  file,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  10  CPR  §  2.708  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice,  an  original 
and  20  conformed  copies  of  each  such 
paper  with  the  Commission. 

With  respect  to  this  consolidated  pro- 
ceding,  the  Commission  has  delegated  to 
the  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing  Appeal 
Board  the  authority  and  the  review 
fimction  which  would  otherwise  be 
exercised  and  performed  by  the  Com¬ 
mission.  The  Commission  has  establi^ed 
the  Appeal  Board  pursuant  to  10  CPR 
2.785  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice,  and  has  made  the  delegation  pur¬ 
suant  to  subparagr«)h  (a)  (1)  of  that 
section.  The  Appeal  Board  for  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  will  be  composed  of  the  Chair¬ 
man  and  two  members  designated  in  a 
subsequent  CommissiMi  notice  (10  CPR 
2.787). 

Dated  at  Germantown,  Md.,  this  28th 
day  of  June  1972. 

Atomic  Energy  Commission, 

W.  B.  McCooL, 
Secretary  of  the  Commission. 

(PR  Doc.72-102a4  Plied  7-3-72:8:51  am] 


(Docket  Noe.  50-329,  50-330] 

CONSUMERS  POWER  CO. 

Notice  of  Appointment  of  Alternate 
Appeal  Board  Chairman 

In  the  matter  of  Consumers  Power 
Co.  (Midland  Plant  Units  1  and  2), 
Docket  Nos.  50-329, 50-330. 

The  Commission  has  delegated  its  au¬ 
thority  and  review  function  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  to  the  Atomic  Safety  and  licens¬ 
ing  Appeal  Board,  consisting  of  the  then 
Chairman  and  the  present  Vice-CHiair- 
man  of  the  Appeal  Board  (Algle  A.  Wells, 
Esq.,  and  Dr.  John  H.  Buck)  and  a  third 
member  (Dr.  Lawrence  R.  Quarles)  desig¬ 
nated  by  the  Commission. 

In  accordance  with  9  2.787  of  the  rules 
of  practice,  the  Commission  has  desig¬ 
nated  Sidney  Q.  Kingsley,  Esq.,  as  Chair¬ 
man  of  the  Appeal  Board,  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  the  Appeal  Board’s  response  to 
the  "Order  and  Referral  to  the  Appeal 
Board,"  dated  March  10,  1972,  of  the 


Atmnic  Safety  and  Licensing  Board  in 
this  proceeding. 

It  is  so  ordered. 

Dated:  June  29, 1972. 

By  the  Commission. 

W.  B.  McCool, 
Secretary  of  the  Commission. 
(PR  Doc.73-10225  PUed  7-3-72:8:51  am] 


[Docket  No.  50-208] 

COLUMBIA  UNIVERSITY  TRUSTEES, 
NEW  YORK  CITY 

Notice  of  Reappointment  of  Appeal 
Board  Chairman 

In' the  matter  of  Trustees  of  Columbia 
University  in  the  city  of  New  York, 
Docket  No.  50-208. 

The  Commission’s  authority  and  re¬ 
view  function  in  this  proceeding  is  vested 
in  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing 
Appeal  Board.  (10  CPR  2.785(a)  (3) ;  see 
notice,  34  FJl.  14302,  September  11, 
1969.)  During  the  course  of  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  to  date,  the  Appeal  Board  has 
consisted  of  the  then  Chairman  and  the 
present  Vice  Chairman  of  the  Board 
(Algie  A.  Wells,  Esq.,  and  Dr.  John  H. 
Buck)  and  a  third  member  (Dr.  Law¬ 
rence  R.  Quarles)  designated  by  the 
Commission.  Subsequently,  Mr.  Wells  re¬ 
tired  from  his  position  of  Appeal  Board 
Chairman. 

In  accordance  with  §  2.787  of  the  rules 
of  practice,  the  Commission  has  desig¬ 
nated  Algie  A.  Wells,  Esq.,  to  ccmtinue 
as  Chairman  of  the  Appeal  Board  for 
purposes  of  this  proceeding. 

It  is  so  ordered. 

Dated:  June  29,  1972. 

By  the  Commission. 

W.  B.  McCool, 
Secretary  of  the  Commission. 

(PR  Doc.72-10226  Plied  7-3-72:8:51  am] 


(Docket  No.  50-260] 

DUKE  POWER  CO. 

Order  Extending  Provisional 
Construction  Permit  Completion  Date 

By  application  dated  June  2,  1972, 
Duke  Power  Co.  requested  an  extension 
of  the  latest  completion  date  specified  in 
Provisional  Construction  Permit  No. 
CTPR-33.  ’The  permit  authorizes  the 
construction  of  a  pressurized  water  nu¬ 
clear  reactor,  designated  as  the  Oconee 
Nuclear  Station,  Unit  1,  on  the  appli¬ 
cant’s  site  in  Oconee  County,  S.C.,  ap¬ 
proximately  8  miles  northeast  of  Seneca, 
S.C. 

Good  cause  having  been  shown  for  this 
extension  pursuant  to  section  185  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended, 
and  9  50.55(b)  of  10  CPR  Part  50  of  the 
CTommission’s  regulations:  It  is  hereby 
ordered.  That  the  latest  completion  date 
specified  in  Provisional  Construction  Per¬ 
mit  No.  CPPR-33  is  extended  from  June 
30,  1972,  to  February  28,  1973. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  27th  day 
of  June  1972. 


For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

A.  Giambusso, 

Deputy  Director  for  Reactor 
Projects,  Directorate  of  Li¬ 
censing. 

[PR  Doc.73-10138  PUed  7-3-72:8:45  am] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

(Dockets  Nos.  21998,  23594:  Order  72-6-125] 

CHICAGO  HELICOPTER  AIRWAYS, 
INC.,  ET  AL. 

Order  of  Consolidation  and  Hearing 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  28th  day  of  June,  1972. 

By  petition  filed  in  Docket  21998,  Chi¬ 
cago  Helicopter  Airways,  Inc.  (CHA), 
and  the  American  Gage  and  Machine 
Co.  Foimdation  (AGMF),  Affiliated  In¬ 
dustries  Foundation  and  the  Carroll 
’Trust*  request  that  the  Board  deter¬ 
mine  and  declare  that  the  acquisition  of 
158,000  shares  of  newly-issued  common 
stock  representing  26.83  percent  of  the 
outstanding  shares  of  Chicago  Helicopter 
Industries  (CHI),  sole  owners  of  CHA’s 
stock,  did  not  result  in  the  acquisition  of 
control  of  CHA  within  the  purview  of 
section  408  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958,  as  amended  (the  Act) ,  or  in  the 
alternative,  that  the  Board  disclaim 
jurisdiction  and  grant  such  other  relief 
as  it  may  deem  proper. 

By  subsequent  amendments  CHA,  Heli¬ 
copter  Air  Services,  Inc.  (HAS),  Mer¬ 
cantile  National  Bank  of  Chicago  (Mer- 
cEuitile)  and  Polk  Bros.  Inc.  are  added 
as  parties  and  the  Board  is  requested  to 
approve,  pursuant  to  section  408,  (1) 
CHI’s  Joint  control  of  CHA  and  Mercan¬ 
tile.  and  (2)  AGMF’s  or  Polk  Bros.  Inc.’s 
common  control  of  CHA  and  Mercantile, 
to  the  extent  that  either  might  be  deemed 
to  be  in  control  of  CHI.* 

By  application  filed  in  Docket  23594 
on  July  6.  1971,  CHA  and  Messrs.  John 
S.  Gleason.  Jr..  Wallace  E.  Carroll,  and 
Samuel  H.  Polk  request  that  the  Board 
disclaim  Jurisdiction  and  approve  under 
section  409  of  the  Act  certain  interlock¬ 
ing  relationships  involving  various  com¬ 
panies  which  are,  and  other  enterprises 
which  by  reason  of  their  direct  or  in¬ 
direct  stock  ownership  Interests  in  CHA 
may  be,  within  the  latter’s  system  of 
affiliated  companies.  The  application 
specifies  numerous  interlocking  relation¬ 
ships  involving  the  air  carrier,  a  surface 
common  carrier  and  persons  engaged  in 
a  phase  of  aeronautics. 

CHI  is  a  holding  company  which  was 
organized  in  Delaware  and  owns  all  of 
the  stock  of  CHA  and  HAS.  CHA  is  a 


^  AOMF,  a  charitable  foundation.  Affiliated 
Industries  Foundation,  a  charitable  founda¬ 
tion,  and  the  Carroll  Trust,  make  up  the 
"Foundation  Group’’  which  the  parties  deem 
to  be  one  entity. 

*In  view  of  these  amendments  and  the 
nature  of  the  request  for  relief  we  shall 
refer  to  the  original  petition  In  this  proceed¬ 
ing  as  the  “application"  and  to  the  peti¬ 
tioners  as  the  “applicants." 
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certificated  air  carrier  which  is  incor¬ 
porated  in  Illinois  and  conducts  heli¬ 
copter  operations  in  the  Chicago  area. 
HAS  is  a  Delaware  holding  company, 
which  on  October  31,  1969  acquir^ 
64,368  shares  or  50.48  percent  of  the 
outstanding  stock  of  Mercantile  stock. 
Mercantile’s  place  of  business  is  in  Chi¬ 
cago  and.  through  one  of  its  divisions, 
Mercan-Tour,  has  been  fimctioning  as 
an  ATC  travel  agent  since  1966  and  as 
an  LATA  travel  agent  since  1967.  HAS’ 
principal  business  is  holding  the  stock 
of  Mercantile. 

AGMP,  a  foundation  established  by  the 
American  Gage  and  Machine  Co.  (AGM 
Co.),  is  managed  by  two  trustees,  Wal¬ 
lace  E.  Carroll  and  Lelia  H.  Carroll,  his 
wife.  AGM  Co.  is  principally  engaged, 
through  its  divisions  and  subsidiaries, 
in  the  production  and  distribution  of 
electrical  indicating,  measuring  and  test 
equipment,  transformers,  trailers,  and 
truck  coaches,  refrigerate  truck  bodies, 
springs,  pumps,  punch  presses,  precision 
gages,  and  relate  products.  For  exam¬ 
ple,  one  of  its  subsidiaries,  Jewell  Elec¬ 
trical  Instruments,  Inc.  (Jewell)  manu¬ 
factures  panel  indicating  instruments, 
precision  components  for  the  computer 
industry  and  mechanisms  for  use  in  air¬ 
craft  Instruments;  another  subsidiary, 
OEIA,  Inc.,  makes  propellant  and  electro¬ 
explosive  devices  used  in  personnel  es¬ 
cape  systems  for  high  speed  aircraft  and 
space  vehicles.  Eighty  percent  of  the 
stock  of  AGM  Co.,  acquh^  on  May  11, 
1970,  is  owned  by  Ka^  Industries,  Inc. 
(Katy) ,  a  holding  company  organized  in 
Delaware  which  controls,  inter  alia,  97.7 
percent  of  the  Missouri-Kansas-Texas 
RH.  Co.  (Katy  R.R.),  operating  in  Mis¬ 
souri,  Kansas,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas.  In 
turn,  at  least  43  percent  of  Katy’s  stock 
is  owned,  legally  or  beneficially,  by  the 
Carroll  family  interests. 

Subsequent  to  the  filing  of  the  sqiplica- 
tion  in  Docket  21998  the  Foimdation 
Group’s  stock  Interest  in  CHI  and  CHI’s 
interest,  through  HAS,  in  Mercantile, 
have  been  augmented  by  their  respective 
additicmal  stock  purchases. 

Specifically,  it  appears  that  prior  to 
the  Foundation  Group’s  acquisition  of 
CHI’s  common  stock  on  October  31, 1969, 
Polk  Bros.,  Inc.,  a  closely  held  family 
d^artment  store,  Polk  Bros.  Founda¬ 
tion.  a  charitable  foundation,  and  Mr. 
Sol  Polk  together,*  held  the  largest  single 
block  of  CHI  stock.  The  Polk  Group’s 
ownership  of  C?HI  stock  was  accmnulated 
as  follows:  On  January  1,  1969,  116,481 
shares  or  35.23  percent;  on  August  5, 
1969,  143,985  shares  or  43.55  percent; 
and  on  October  30,  1969,  156,507  shares 
or  47.33  percent.  On  October  31,  1969, 
when  the  Foundation  Group  first  ac¬ 
quired  its  newly-issued  CHI  stock,  Polk 
Bros.,  Inc.,  also  acquired  53,288  shares 
of  the  newly-issued  stock,  for  a  total  in¬ 
dividual  holding  of  185,482  shares  or 
31.49  percent,  and  a  total  Polk  Group 
holding  of  209,795  shares,  then  equal  to 
35.62  i>ercent  of  the  total  outstanding 


•Polk  Bros.,  Inc.,  Polk  Bros.  Foundation 
and  Mr.  Sol  Polk  are  referred  to  herein  as  the 
“Polk  Group,** 


shares.  Thereafter,  on  May  28,  1971, 
Polk  Bros.,  Inc.,  and  the  Carroll  Trust 
(included  in  the  Foundation  Group) 
each  acquired  19,608  newly-issued  shares 
of  CHI,  which  together  with  additional 
shares  intermittently  acquired,  resulted 
in  the  Polk  Group  owning  240,107  shares 
or  38.22  piercent  (Polk  Bros.,  Inc.,  alone 
owning  214,859  or  34.20  percent)  and  the 
Foundation  Group  owning  184,663  shares 
or  29.40  percent  of  CHI’s  outstanding 
shares. 

Similarly,  in  regard  to  Mercantile 
stock,  it  appears  that  subsequent  to  the 
acquisition  of  50.48  percent  of  Mercan¬ 
tile  stock  on  October  31,  1969,  HAS  also 
acquired  24,755  shares  or  10.2  percent  on 
August  31,  1970,  and  some  time  there¬ 
after  an  additional  amoimt  in  excess  of 
13,000  shares  or  over  10  percent,  result¬ 
ing  in  a  total  holding  as  of  July  6,  1971, 
of  102,127  shares  or  80.1  percent  of  the 
total  outstanding  shares  of  Mercantile.* 

Applicants’  request  for  disclaimer  in 
Docket  21998  raises  a  serious  threshold 
question  of  Jurisdicticm  regarding 
AGMF’s  acquisition  of  control  of  CHI 
within  the  meaning  of  section  408. 

In  their  initial  filing  the  applicants  in 
Docket  21998  contend  in  effect  that  not¬ 
withstanding  the  acquisition  of  more 
than  10  percent  of  the  outstanding  shares 
of  CHI,  neither  AGMF  nor  the  Founda¬ 
tion  Group  of  which  it  is  a  part  acqiiired 
control  of  CHI  because  of  the  larger  block 
of  stock  held  by  the  Polk  Group.  The  ap¬ 
plicants  also  contend  that  in  reaching 
this  conclusion  CHA  is  not  cmly  entitled 
to  the  benefit  of  the  presiunption  now 
contained  in  section  408  of  the  Act,*  but 
that  a  prima  facie  case  is  clearly  estab¬ 
lished  that  AGMF  did  not  acquire  con¬ 
trol  of  CHI  due  to  the  larger  block  of 
stock  held  by  the  Polk  Group.  However, 
in  a  subsequent  amendment  and  without 
further  development  of  underlying  facts 
relating  to  the  issue,  applicants  state 
that  they  do  not  believe  that  Polk  Bros., 
Inc.,  holds  control  of  CHI;  that  Polk 
Bros.,  Inc.,  did  not  ccmsider  itself  to 
have  ccmtrol  of  CHI  when  the  latter  ac¬ 
quired  control  of  Mercantile;  and  that 
the  Polk  Bros.,  Inc.’s,  interest  in  CHI  was 
offset  by  AGMF’s  acquisition  of  a  sub¬ 
stantial  interest  in  CHI’s  stock. 

The  Board  has  decided  to  set  for  hear¬ 
ing  the  entirety  of  applicants’  requests 
for  disclaimer  of  juilsdiction  or  ap¬ 
proval.*  We  do  not  have  enough  informa- 


•  Moody’s  Transportation  Manual,  June  1, 
1971, 

•Section  408(f)  provides  that,  "[F]or  the 
purposes  of  this  section,  any  person  owning 
beneficially  10  per  centum  or  more  of  the 
voting  securities  or  capital,  as  the  case  may 
be,  of  an  air  carrier  shall  be  presumed  to  be 
In  control  of  such  air  carrier  unless  the  Board 
finds  otherwise  •  • 

•Various  control  and  interlocking  rela¬ 
tionships  which  are  Included  In  the  Instant 
proceedings  were  established  without  Board 
i4>proval  prior  to  the  filing  dates  of  the  ap¬ 
plications  herein.  However,  exceptional  cir¬ 
cumstances  spearing  to  exist.  It  has  been 
decided  not  to  enforce  the  doctrine  expressed 
In  Sherman  Control  and  Interlocking  Rela¬ 
tionships.  15  CAB  876  (1963)  and  to  con¬ 
sider  the  applications  on  their  merits. 


tion  at  this  time  to  determine  that  a  dis¬ 
claimer  of  Jurisdicticm  regarding  the  ac¬ 
quisition  of  control  of  CHI  is  warranted, 
nor  do  the  aiq?llcants’  varying  conten- 
ticms  resolve  this  uncertainty.  In  light  of 
AGMF’s  acquisition  of  more  than  10  per¬ 
cent  of  CHI’s  stock  and  the  presumption 
of  control  thereby  created,  we  believe 
that  the  Jurisdictional  issue  of  control 
can  best  be  determined  by  a  full  evidenti¬ 
ary  hearing.*  Moreover,  we  are  unable  to 
determine  that  the  Foundaticm  Group’s 
acquisition  oi  CHI’s  stock  and  the  Polk 
Group’s  simultaneous  changes  in  its 
holdings  of  CHI  stock  do  not  affect  the 
control  of  a  direct  air  carrier.  CHA,  with¬ 
in  the  meaning  of  the  third  proviso  of 
section  408(b).  Hence,  a  determination 
without  a  hearing  is  not  warranted. 

On  the  question  of  Jurisdiction  the 
hearing  should  elicit  Information  which 
will  enable  us  to  determine  whether 
AGMF  (or  the  Foundation  Group)  has 
acquired  control  of  CHI  and  its  subsidi¬ 
aries,  either  alone  or  Jointly  with  Polk 
Bros.,  Inc.  (or  the  Polk  Group)  ,*  whether 
additional  control  relationships  within 
the  purview  of  section  408  have  thereby 
been  created,*  or  whether  AGMF  is  affili¬ 
ated  with  a  surface  carrier  within  the 
meaning  of  secticm  408(b) and  what,  if 
any,  conditions  should  be  imposed  on  any 
warranted  order  of  approval  in  order  to 
protect  the  integrity  of  the  air  carrier 
and  its  capability  of  fulfilling  its  certifi¬ 
cate  obligations  in  light  of  its  affiliation 
with  a  system  of  enterprises  engaged  in 
diversified  activities.** 

Pursuant  to  Rule  12  of  the  Board’s 
procedural  regxilations,  we  have  decided 
to  consolidate  for  hearing  the  proceed¬ 
ing  in  Docket  23594  involving  section  409 


’See,  REA  Holding  Corp.,  Order  70-7-142, 
July  30,  1970  and  Order  71-2-17,  Feb.  3,  1971. 

•  On  and  after  October  31,  1969,  when 
AGMF  first  acquired  CHI  stock  and  HAS 
acquired  control  of  Mercantile,  the  latter 
made  loans  to  Mr.  Carroll,  to  companies  In 
which  he  served  as  officer,  director  and/or 
controlling  shareholder  (Katy  and  AGM  Co.) 
and  to  companies  whose  stock  was  held  in 
a  trust  for  the  benefit  of  his  children.  It 
also  appears  that  CHI  agreed  to  use  Its  best 
efforts  to  elect  to  Its  six-member  board  of 
directors  one  person  designated  by  AGMF 
and  one  designated  by  Polk  Bros.,  Inc. 

*  In  this  connection,  substantive  questions 
arise  whether  the  common  control  of  various 
organizations  affiliated  with  AGMF  (fcH*  ex¬ 
ample.  JeweU  and  Katy  RH.)  and  CHA 
would  create  confiicts  of  Interest  which 
would  be  detrimental  to  CHA  or  which  would 
create  a  monopoly  or  restrain  competition 
and  thereby  Jeopardize  another  air  carrier. 

Under  the  second  proviso  to  section 
408(b)  If  the  applicant  Is  a  carrier  other 
than  an  air  carrier,  or  a  person  controlled 
by  a  carrier  other  than  an  air  carrier  or 
affiliated  therewith  within  the  meaning  of 
section  6(8)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act, 
such  applicant  shall  for  the  purpose  of  sec¬ 
tion  408  be  considered  an  air  carrier,  and 
the  Board  may  not  approve  the  acquisition 
unless  it  finds  that  the  transactions  pro¬ 
posed  wUl  promote  the  public  Interest  by  en¬ 
abling  such  carrier  other  than  an  air  carrier 
to  use  aircraft  to  public  advantage  in  Its 
operation  and  will  not  restrain  competition. 

^Ot.  The  Flying  Tiger  Line,  Inc.,  Order 
70-6-119.  May  6.  1970. 
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Interlocking  relationships  with  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  in  Docket  21998  involving  sec¬ 
tion  408  control  relationships”  The  pro¬ 
ceedings  involve  substantially  the  same 
parties  and  closely  related  issues,  and 
the  Boa*d  finds  that  such  consolidation 
will  be  conducive  to  the  proper  dispatch 
of  its  business  and  will  not  unduly  delay 
the  proceedings. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That; 

1.  The  applicants’  request  for  dis¬ 
claimer  of  Jurisdiction  over  or  approval 
of  the  acquisition,  and  the  control  and 
interlocking  relationships  herein,  be  and 
they  hereby  are  set  for  hearing  before 
an  examiner  of  the  Board  at  a  time  and 
place  to  be  hereafter  designated; 

2.  The  proceedings  in  Dockets  21998 
and  23594  be  and  they  hereby  are  con¬ 
solidated;  and 

3.  To  the  extent  not  granted  herein, 
all  other  requests  for  relief  without  a 
hearing  be  and  they  hereby  are  denied. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Harry  J.  Zink, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.72-10206  FUed  7-S-72;8;4g  am] 


[Order  72-6-107] 

GREYHOUND  VAN  LINES,  INC. 

Order  Granting  Temporary  Relief 

Issued  under  delegated  authority, 
June  26,  1972. 

From  time  to  time,  at  the  request  of 
the  Department  of  Defense  (IX>D),  the 
Board  has  granted  temporary  relief  from 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958  (the  Act)  to  permit  unauthor¬ 
ized  indirect  air  carriers  to  transport 
by  air  used  household  goods  ^  of  DOD 
personnel.  The  Board  has  granted  this 
relief  to  39  indirect  air  carriers.*  The  re¬ 
lief  granted  will  expire  180  days  after  the 
Board’s  decision  in  Docket  20812  be¬ 
comes  final  or,  as  to  each  individual 
company,  upon  Board  disposition  of 
such  company’s  application  for  air 
freight  forwarder  and/or  international 
air  freight  forwarder  authority,  which¬ 
ever  event  shall  occur  first. 

By  letter  dated  Jime  8,  1972,  the  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Army,  acting  on  behalf 


“The  applicants  are  of  course  not  pre¬ 
cluded  from  pursuing  any  Issues  underlying 
requests  for  disclaimer  of  Jurisdiction  over 
any  Interlocking  relationships  Involved  In 
Docket  23594,  or  acquisitions  and  control  re¬ 
lationships  Involved  In  Docket  21998. 

>The  term  "used  household  goods"  means 
personal  effects  (Including  unaccompanied 
baggage)  and  property  used  or  to  be  used 
In  a  dwelling  when  a  part  of  the  equipment 
or  the  supply  of  such  dwelling,  but  specifi¬ 
cally  excludes  (1)  furniture,  fixtures,  equip¬ 
ment,  and  the  property  of  stores,  offices, 
mviseums.  Institutions,  hospitals,  or  other 
establishments,  when  a  part  of  the  stock, 
equipment,  or  supply  of  such  stores,  offices, 
museums.  Institutions,  ho^ltals,  or  other 
establishments,  and  (2)  objects  of  art  (other 
than  personal  effects) ,  displays  and  exhibits. 

*See  Order  72-6-99,  dated  May  26,  1972, 
for  carriers  previously  granted  relief. 


of  DOD.  stated  that  in  addition  to  the 
39  ethers  already  exempted,  it  now  has 
a  requirement  for  the  services  of  Grey¬ 
hound  Van  lines,  Inc.,  an  unauthorized 
indirect  air  carrier,  and  requests  that 
it  be  similarly  relieved  from  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Act. 

In  the  view  of  the  foregoing  circum¬ 
stances,  it  is  found  that  it  is  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  to  temporarily  relieve  Grey- 
hoimd  Van  lines,  Inc.  from  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Act  to  transport  by  air  used 
household  goods  of  personnel  of  DOD. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered: 

1.  That  pursuant  to  sections  101(3) 
and  204  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended,  Greyhound  Van  lines, 
Inc.  is  hereby  relieved  from  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  title  rv  and  section  610(a)(4) 
of  the  Act  to  the  extent  necessary  to 
transport  by  air  used  household  goods 
of  personnel  of  DOD  upon  tender  by 
that  Department. 

2.  That  the  relief  granted  herein  shall 
terminate  180  days  after  the  Board’s 
decision  in  Docket  20812  becomes  final, 
or  upon  Board  disposition  of  Greyhound 
Van  Lines,  Inc.  application  for  air 
freight  forwarder  authority,  whichever 
event  shall  occur  first. 

3.  That  this  order  may  be  amended  or 
revoked  at  any  time  in  the  discretion  of 
the  Board,  without  hearing;  and 

4.  ’That  copies  of  this  order  shall  be 
served  on  the  Military  Traffic  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Terminal  Service,  U.S.  Army, 
and  Greyhound  Van  lines,  Inc. 

This  order  shall  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Persons  entitled  to  petition  the  Board 
for  review  of  this  order  pursuant  to  the 
Board’s  regulations,  14  CFR  385.50,  may 
file  their  petitions  within  10  days  after 
date  of  sendee  of  this  order. 

This  order  sliall  be  effective  and  be¬ 
come  the  action  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  upon  expiration  of  the  above  pe¬ 
riod  unless  within  such  period  a  petition 
for  review  is  filed,  or  the  Board  gives 
notice  that  it  will  review  this  order  on 
its  own  motion. 

[seal]  Harry  J.  Zink, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.72-10207  Filed  7-3-72; 8: 50  am] 


CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 

ACTION 

Notice  of  Revocation  of  Authority  To 
Make  a  Noncareer  Executive  As¬ 
signment 

Under  authority  of  §  9.20  of  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Rule  rx  (5  CFR  9.20) ,  the  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission  revokes  the  authority  of 
AC7TION  to  fill  by  noncareer  executive 
assignment  in  the  excepted  service  the 
position  of  Deputy  Associate  Director  for 
Domestic  and  Anti-Poverty  Operations. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 
[FR  Doc.72-10182  FUed  7-3-72:8:47  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Notice  of  Revocation  of  Authority  To 
Make  Noncareer  Executive  Assign¬ 
ment 

Under  authority  of  §  9.20  of  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Rule  DC  (5  CFR  9.20),  the  Civil 
Service  Commission  revokes  the  authori¬ 
ty  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
to  fill  by  noncareer  executive  assign¬ 
ment  in  the  excepted  service  the  position 
of  Deputy  Administrator  for  Interna¬ 
tional  Trade,  Foreign  Agricultural 
Service. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 
[FR  Doc.72-10183  Filed  7-3-72;8:47  am] 


INTER-AMERICAN  FOUNDATION 

Notice  of  Revocation  of  Authority  To 
Make  Noncareer  Executive  Assign¬ 
ment 

Under  authority  of  9  9.20  of  Cfivil  Serv¬ 
ice  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20),  the  Civil 
Service  Commission  revokes  the  author¬ 
ity  of  the  Inter-American  Foundation 
to  fill  by  noncareer  executive  assign¬ 
ment  in  the  excepted  service  the  position 
of  Deputy  Director  of  Programs. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 
[PR  Doc.72-10184  FUed  7-3-72:8:47  am] 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

Notice  of  Grant  of  Authority  To  Make 
Noncareer  Executive  Assignment 

Under  authority  of  9  9.20  of  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20),  the  CivU 
Service  Commission  authorizes  the  En¬ 
vironmental  Protection  Agency  to  fill  by 
noncareer  executive  assignment  in  the 
excepted  service  the  position  of  Assistant 
to  the  Administrator.  Office  of  the 
Administrator. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

[PR  Doc.72-10185  Plied  7-3-72:8:47  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Notice  of  Grant  of  Authority  To  Make 
a  Noncareer  Executive  Assignment 

Under  authority  of  9  9.20  of  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20) ,  the  avil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission  authorizes  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Labor  to  fill  by  noncareer  execu¬ 
tive  assignment  in  the  excepted  service 
the  position  of  Deputy  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  for  Policy  Development.  Office  of  the 
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DUKE  POWER  CO. 

Notic*  of  ConsolidaNd  Antitrust 

Huoring  on  Applications  for  Con* 

stniction  Pormits  and  Operating 

Liconsos 

In  the  matter  of  Duke  Power  Co. 
(Oconee  Units  1,  2.  and  3.  McOulre  Units 
1  and  2),  DockeU  Nos.  50-269A,  50-270A, 
S0-287A,  50-3e9A,  50-370A. 

Piirsuant  to  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the  reg¬ 
ulations  in  Title  10,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations.  Part  50,  “Licensing  of  Pro¬ 
duction  and  Utilization  Facilities,*'  and 
Part  2,  “Rules  of  Practice,”  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  a  consolidated  hearing 
will  be  held,  at  a  time  and  place  to  be 
set  in  the  future  by  an  Atomic  Safety  and 
Licensing  Board  (Board)  designated 
herein,  to  consider  the  antitrust  aspects 
of  the  applications  filed  xmder  the  Act 
by  Duke  Power  Co.  (the  applicant),  for 
(a)  construction  permits  for  two  pres¬ 
surized  light  water  nuclear  power  reac¬ 
tors  (McGuire  Nuclear  Station  Units  1 
and  2)  and  (b)  operating  licenses  for 
three  pressiirized  light  water  nuclear 
power  reactors  (Oconee  Nuclear  Station 
Units  1,  2,  and  3) .  The  proposed  McGuire 
Nuclear  Station  Units  will  be  located  on 
the  shore  of  Lake  Norman,  approximately 
17  miles  northwest  of  Charlotte,  N.C.  The 
Oconee  Nuclear  Station  Units  are  located 
in  eastern  Oconee  Coimty,  near  Seneca, 
S.C. 

The  hearing  will  be  conducted  by  an 
Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing  Board 
(Board)  designated  by  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission  (Commission)  con¬ 
sisting  of  Joseph  F.  Tubridy,  John  B. 
Farmakides,  and  Walter  W.  K.  Bennett, 
Chairman. 

On  September  4,  1971,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
a  letter  from  the  Attorney  General  dated 
August  2,  1971,  advising  the  Commission 
that  certain  antitrust  aspects  of  the  op¬ 
erating  license  application  of  Duke 
Power  Co.  for  the  Oconee  Nuclear  Sta¬ 
tion  Units  1,  2,  and  3  required  a  hearing 
pursuant  to  section  105c  of  the  Act.  A 
notice  published  with  the  Attorney  Gen¬ 
eral’s  letter  provided  that,  within  30 
days,  any  person  whose  interest  may  be 
affected  by  the  proceeding  could  file  a 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  and  re¬ 
quest  for  an  antitrust  hearing.  In  a 
timely  Joint  petition,  dated  September 
29,  1971,  11  North  Carolina  municipali¬ 
ties  requested  leave  to  intervene  and  an 
antitrust  hearing.  The  11  North  Caro¬ 
lina  municipalities  are  the  cities  of 
Statesville,  High  Point,  Lexington,  Mon¬ 
roe.  Shelby,  and  Albemarle,  and  the 
towns  of  Cornelius,  Drexel,  Granite  Falls, 
Newton,  and  Lincolnton.  The  AEC  regu¬ 
latory  staff  and  the  applicant  have  re¬ 
sponded  to  the  Joint  petition. 

On  October  19,  1971,  the  Commission 
published  in  the  F'ederal  Register  a  let¬ 
ter  from  the  Attorney  General  dated 
September  29,  1971,  advising  the  Com¬ 
mission  that  certain  antitrust  aspects  of 
the  construction  permit  application  of 


the  Duke  Power  Co.  for  the  William  B. 
McGuire  Nuclear  8tatl(m  Units  1  and  2 
required  a  hearing  pursuant  to  section 
105c  of  the  Act.  A  notice  published  with 
the  Attorney  General's  letter  provided 
that,  within  30  days,  any  person  whose 
interest  may  be  affected  by  the  proceed¬ 
ing  could  file  a  petition  for  leave  to  in¬ 
tervene  and  request  for  an  antitrust 
hearing.  In  a  timely  Joint  petition  dated 
November  16,  1971.  nine  North  Carolina 
municipalities  requested  leave  to  inter¬ 
vene  and  an  antitrust  hearing.  The  nine 
North  Carolina  municipalities  are:  the 
cities  of  High  Point,  Lexington,  Monroe. 
Shelby,  and  Albemarle,  and  the  towns  of 
Landis,  Drexel,  Granite  Falls,  and  Lin¬ 
colnton.  Answers  to  these  petitions  were 
filed  by  the  applicant  and  the  AEC  regu¬ 
latory  staff. 

The  Commission  has  foimd  that  con¬ 
solidation  of  the  hearings  held  in  re¬ 
sponse  of  the  advice  of  the  Attorney 
General  would  be  conducive  to  the 
proper  dispatch  of  its  business  and  to 
the  ends  of  Justice.  The  Commission  has, 
therefore,  determined  that  the  hearings 
should  be  consolidated.  (10  C7FR  §  2.716.) 
Power  from  the  McGuire  and  Oconee 
Units  is  not  proposed  to  be  marketed 
separately  but  is  to  be  added  to  the  ap¬ 
plicant’s  integrated  system.  The  Attor¬ 
ney  General  has  advised  that  the  facts 
upon  which  he  based  his  advice  and  rec¬ 
ommendations  for  an  antitrust  hearing 
regarding  the  McGuire  Units  are  identi¬ 
cal  to  the  facts  set  forth  in  his  earlier 
communication  concerning  the  Oconee 
Units.  In  addition,  a  number  of  North 
Carolina  mimicipals  who  expressed  their 
interest  in  antitrust  issues  concerning 
the  Oconee  Units  have  also  expressed 
their  antitrust  interests  in  the  McGuire 
Units.  Although  there  are  some  minor 
variations  in  the  makeup  of  the  munici¬ 
pals  concerning  the  McGuire  and  Oconee 
Units,  the  antitrust  interests  expressed 
for  both  units  are  the  same.  However, 
consolidation  of  the  hearings  does  not 
mean  that  Duke  Power  Co.’s  applications 
will  be  considered  together  as  one  appli¬ 
cation  or  are  mutually  dependent.  There 
are  two  separate  and  distinct  applica¬ 
tions  pending  in  this  matter  and  each 
application  will  be  reviewed  on  its  own 
merits.  Consolidation  is  simply  for  the 
convenience  and  dispatch  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  business. 

The  Commission  has  also  determined 
that  the  pending  petitions  should  be 
ruled  upon  by  the  Board  in  regard  to 
their  respective  requests  for  interven¬ 
tion. 

A  prehearing  conference  will  be  held 
by  the  Board,  at  a  date  and  place  to  be 
set  by  it,  to  consider  pertinent  matters  in 
accordance  with  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  (10  CFR  Part  2).  The  date 
and  place  of  the  hearing  will  be  set  by 
the  Board  at  or  after  the  prehearing 
conference.  Notices  as  to  the  dates  and 
places  of  the  prehearing  conference  and 
the  hearing  will  be  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register. 

The  issue  to  be  considered  at  the  hear¬ 
ing  is  whether  the  activities  under  the 
permits  and  licenses  respectively  in  (jues- 
tion  would  create  or  maintain  a  situa¬ 


tion  inconsistent  with  the  antitrust  laws 
as  specified  in  paragraph  105a  of  the  Act. 
In  lU  initial  decision,  the  Board  will  de¬ 
cide  those  matters  relevant  to  that  issue 
which  are  in  controversy  among  the  par¬ 
ties  and  make  its  findings  on  the  issue. 

A  cardinal  prehearing  objective  will  be 
to  establish,  on  as  timely  a  basis  as  pos¬ 
sible.  a  clear  and  particularized  identi¬ 
fication  of  those  matters  related  to  the 
issue  in  this  proceeding  which  are  in 
controversy.  As  a  first  step  in  this  pre- 
hearing  process,  the  Board  shall  obtain 
from  the  parties  a  detailed  specification 
of  the  matters  which  they  seek  to  have 
considered  in  the  ensuing  hearing. 

In  the  event  the  Board  finds  that  the 
activities  under  the  respective  permits  or 
licenses  would  create  or  maintain  a  situ¬ 
ation  inconsistent  with  the  antitrust 
laws,  it  will  also  consider,  in  determining 
whether  permits  or  licenses  should  be 
issued,  continued,  modified,  or  condi¬ 
tioned,  such  other  factors,  including  the 
need  for  power  in  the  affected  area,  as 
the  Board  in  its  Judgment  deems  neces¬ 
sary  to  protect  the  public  interest.  The 
Board’s  consideration  in  the  latter  re¬ 
gard  shall  be  based  on  the  record  sub¬ 
missions  by  the  parties  relevant  to  that 
matter. 

The  applications  and  the  Attorney 
General’s  letters  have  been  placed  in  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H.  Street  NW.,  Washington,  DC.  As 
they  become  available,  the  transcripts  of 
the  prehearing  conference  and  of  the 
hearing  will  also  be  placed  in  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Public  Document  Room,  where 
they  will  be  available  for  inspection  by 
members  of  the  public.  Copies  of  all  the 
foregoing  documents  will  also  be  avail¬ 
able  at  the  Public  Library  of  Charlotte 
and  Mecklenburg  Coimties,  310  North 
’Tyron  Street,  Charlotte,  NC. 

Any  person  who  wishes  to  make  an 
oral  or  written  statement  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  setting  forth  his  position  on  the 
issue  specified,  but  who  has  not  filed  a 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene,  may  re¬ 
quest  permission  to  make  a  limited  ap¬ 
pearance  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  10 
CFR  §  2.715  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice.  Limited  appearances  will  ^ 
permitted  at  the  time  of  the  hearing  in 
the  discretion  of  the  Board,  within  such 
limits  and  on  such  conditions  as  may  be 
fixed  by  the  Board.  Persons  desiring  to 
make  a  limited  appearance  are  requested 
to  inform  the  Secretary  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  U.S.  Atomic  Energy  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20545,  not  later  than 
thirty  (30)  days  from  the  date  of  publi¬ 
cation  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister.  A  person  permitted  to  make  a  lim¬ 
ited  appearance  does  not  become  a  party, 
but  may  state  his  position  and  raise 
questions  which  he  would  like  to  have 
answered  to  the  extent  that  the  ques¬ 
tions  are  within  the  scope  of  the  he^ng 
as  specified  hereinabove.  A  monber  of 
the  public  does  not  have  the  right  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  proceeding  unless  he  has 
been  granted  the  right  to  intervene  as  a 
party  or  the  right  of  limited  appearance. 

In  the  event  that  the  Board  grants 
either  or  both  pending  petitions  to  Inter¬ 
vene,  persons  permitted  to  intervene 
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shall  become  parties  to  the  proceedings, 
and  shall  have  all  the  rights  of  the  appli¬ 
cant  and  the  regxilatory  staff  to  partici¬ 
pate  fully  In  the  conduct  of  the  hearing. 

An  ansa'er  to  this  notice,  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  10  CFR  I  2.705  of  the 
Comndsslon's  rules  of  practice,  must  be 
filed  by  the  applicant  not  later  than 
twenty  (20)  days  from  the  date  of  publi¬ 
cation  of  this  notice  In  the  Psdieal 
Registsh. 

Papers  required  to  be  filed  In  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  may  be  filed  by  mall  or  tele¬ 
gram  addressed  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission.  U.S.  Atomic  Energy  Com¬ 
mission,  Washlngtwi,  D.C.  20545,  Atten¬ 
tion:  Chief,  Public  Proceedings  Branch. 
1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washington.  D.C. 
Pending  further  order  of  the  Board,  par¬ 
ties  are  required  to  file,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  10  CFR  S  2.708  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice,  an  original 
and  20  conformed  copies  of  each  such 
paper  with  the  Commission. 

With  respect  to  this  consolidated  pro¬ 
ceeding,  the  Commission  has  delegated  to 
the  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing  Appeal 
Board  the  authority  and  the  review 
function  which  would  otherwise  be 
exercised  and  performed  by  the  Com¬ 
mission.  The  Commission  has  established 
the  Appeal  Board  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
2.785  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice.  and  has  made  the  delegation  pur¬ 
suant  to  subparagraph  (a)(1)  of  that 
section.  The  Appeal  Board  for  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  will  be  composed  of  the  Chair¬ 
man  and  two  members  designated  in  a 
subsequent  Commission  notice  (10  CFR 
2.787). 

Dated  at  Germantown,  Md.,  this  28th 
day  of  June  1972. 

Atomic  Energy  Commission, 

W.  B.  McCooL, 
Secretary  of  the  Commission. 

[FR  Doc.72-10224  Piled  7-3-72:8:61  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  50-329,  50-330] 

CONSUMERS  POWER  CO. 

Notice  of  Appointment  of  Alternate 
Appeal  Board  Chairman 

In  the  matter  of  Consumers  Power 
Co.  (Midland  Plant  Units  1  and  2), 
Docket  Nos.  50-329,  50-330. 

The  Commission  has  delegated  its  au¬ 
thority  and  review  function  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  to  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Licens¬ 
ing  Appeal  Board,  consisting  of  the  then 
Chairman  and  the  present  Vice-Chair¬ 
man  of  the  Appeal  Board  (Algie  A.  Wells, 
Esq.,  and  Dr.  John  H.  Buck)  and  a  third 
member  (Dr.  Lawrence  R.  Quarles)  desig¬ 
nated  by  the  Commission. 

In  accordance  with  §  2.787  of  the  rules 
of  practice,  the  Commission  has  desig¬ 
nated  Sidney  O.  Kingsley,  Esq.,  as  Chair¬ 
man  of  the  Appeal  Board,  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  the  Appeal  Board’s  response  to 
the  “Order  and  Referral  to  the  Appeal 
Board,’*  dated  March  10,  1972,  of  the 


Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing  Board  in 
this  proceeding. 

It  is  so  ordered. 

Dated:  June  29, 1972. 

By  the  Commission. 

W.  B.  McCoot, 
Secretary  of  the  Commission. 
(PR  Doc  72  10225  Piled  7  3  72;8:51  am] 


(Docket  No.  50-208] 

COLUMBIA  UNIVERSITY  TRUSTEES, 
NEW  YORK  CITY 

Notice  of  Reappointment  of  Appeal 
Board  Chairman 

In  the  matter  of  Trustees  of  Columbia 
University  in  the  city  of  New  York, 
Docket  No.  50-208. 

’The  Commission’s  authority  and  re¬ 
view  function  in  this  proceeding  is  vested 
in  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing 
Appeal  Board.  (10  CFR  2.785(a)  (3) ;  see 
notice.  34  F.R.  14302,  September  11, 
1969.)  During  the  course  of  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  to  date,  the  Appeal  Board  has 
consisted  of  the  then  Chairman  and  the 
present  Vice  Chairman  of  the  Board 
(Algie  A.  Wells,  Esq.,  and  Dr.  John  H. 
Buck)  and  a  third  member  (Dr.  Law¬ 
rence  R.  Quarles)  designated  by  the 
Commission.  Subsequently,  Mr.  Wells  re¬ 
tired  from  his  position  of  Appeal  Board 
Chairman. 

In  accordance  with  §  2.787  of  the  rules 
of  practice,  the  Commission  has  desig¬ 
nated  Algie  A.  Wells,  Esq.,  to  continue 
as  Chairman  of  the  Appeal  Board  for 
purposes  of  this  proceeding. 

It  is  so  ordered. 

Dated:  June  29,  1972. 

By  the  Commission. 

W.  B.  McCool, 
Secretary  of  the  Commission. 

[PR  Doc.72-10226  Piled  7-3-72:8:61  am] 


[Docket  No.  50-269] 

DUKE  POWER  CO. 

Order  Extending  Provisional 
Construction  Permit  Completion  Date 

By  application  dated  Jime  2,  1972, 
Duke  Power  Co.  requested  an  extension 
of  the  latest  completion  date  specified  in 
Provisional  Construction  Permit  No. 
CPPR-33.  The  permit  authorizes  the 
construction  of  a  pressurized  water  nu¬ 
clear  reactor,  designated  as  the  Oconee 
Nuclear  Station,  Unit  1.  on  the  appli¬ 
cant’s  site  in  Oconee  Coimty,  S.C„  ap¬ 
proximately  8  miles  northeast  of  Seneca, 
S.C, 

Good  cause  having  been  shown  for  this 
extension  pursuant  to  section  185  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended, 
and  §  50.55(b)  of  10  CFR  Part  50  of  the 
Commission’s  regulaticms:  It  is  hereby 
ordered.  ’That  the  latest  completion  date 
specified  in  Provisional  Construction  Per¬ 
mit  No.  CPPR-33  is  extended  from  June 
30,  1972,  to  February  28,  1973. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  27th  day 
of  Jime  1972. 


For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

A.  Giamiusso, 

Deputy  Director  for  Reactor 
Projects.  Directorate  of  Li¬ 
censing. 

[PR  Doc.73-10138  Piled  7  3-72:8  45  am] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[DockeU  Nos.  21998.  23594:  Order  72-«  125) 

CHICAGO  HELICOPTER  AIRWAYS, 
INC.,  ET  AL. 

Order  of  Consolidation  and  Hearing 

Adopted  by  the  CTivil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  28th  day  of  June,  1972. 

By  petition  filed  in  Docket  21998,  Chi¬ 
cago  Helicopter  Airways,  Inc.  (CHA), 
and  the  American  Gage  and  Machine 
Co.  Foimdation  (AGMF),  Affiliated  In¬ 
dustries  Foundation  and  the  Carroll 
’Trust*  request  that  the  Board  deter¬ 
mine  and  declare  that  the  acquisition  of 
158,000  shares  of  newly-issued  common 
stock  representing  26.83  percent  of  the 
outstanding  shares  of  Chicago  Helicopter 
Industries  (CHI),  sole  owners  of  CHA’s 
stock,  did  not  result  in  the  acquisition  of 
control  of  CHA  within  the  purview  of 
section  408  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958,  as  amended  (the  Act),  or  in  the 
alternative,  that  the  Board  disclaim 
jurisdiction  and  grant  such  other  relief 
as  it  may  deem  proper. 

By  subsequent  amendments  CHA,  Heli¬ 
copter  Air  Services,  Inc.  (HAS),  Mer¬ 
cantile  National  Bank  of  Chicago  (Mer¬ 
cantile)  and  Polk  Bros.  Inc.  are  added 
as  parties  and  the  Board  is  requested  to 
approve,  pursuant  to  section  408,  (1) 
CHI’s  joint  control  of  CHA  and  Mercan¬ 
tile,  and  (2)  AGMF’s  or  Polk  Bros.  Inc.’s 
common  control  of  CHA  and  Mercantile, 
to  the  extent  that  either  might  be  deemed 
to  be  in  control  of  CHI.* 

By  application  filed  in  Docket  23594 
on  July  6,  1971,  CHA  and  Messrs.  John 
S.  Gleason,  Jr.,  Wallace  E.  Carroll,  and 
Samuel  H.  Polk  request  that  the  ^ard 
disclaim  jurisdiction  and  approve  under 
section  409  of  the  Act  certain  interlock¬ 
ing  relationships  involving  various  com¬ 
panies  which  are,  and  other  enterprises 
which  by  reason  of  their  direct  or  in¬ 
direct  stock  ownership  Interests  in  CHA 
may  be,  within  the  latter’s  system  of 
affiliated  companies.  ’The  application 
specifies  numerous  interlocking  relation¬ 
ships  involving  the  air  carrier,  a  surface 
common  carrier  and  persons  engaged  in 
a  phase  of  aeronautics. 

CHI  is  a  holding  company  which  was 
organized  in  Delaware  and  owns  all  of 
the  stock  of  CHA  and  HAS.  CHA  is  a 


>  AOMP,  a  charitable  foundation,  Affiliated 
Industries  Foundation,  a  charitable  founda¬ 
tion,  and  the  Carroll  Trust,  make  up  the 
“Foundation  Group”  which  the  parties  deem 
to  be  one  entity. 

*In  view  of  these  amendments  and  the 
nature  of  the  request  for  relief  we  shall 
refer  to  the  original  petition  In  this  proceed¬ 
ing  as  the  "application”  and  to  the  peti¬ 
tioners  as  the  "applicants." 
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certificated  air  carrier  which  is  incor¬ 
porated  in  Illinois  and  conducts  heli¬ 
copter  operations  in  the  Chicago  area. 
HAS  is  a  Delaware  holding  company, 
which  on  October  31,  1969  acquir^ 
64,368  shares  or  50.48  percent  of  the 
outstand^  stock  of  Mercantile  stock. 
Mercantile’s  place  of  business  is  in  Chi¬ 
cago  and,  through  one  of  its  divisions, 
Mercan-Tour,  has  been  functioning  as 
an  ATC  travel  agent  since  1966  and  as 
an  lATA  travel  agent  since  1967.  HAS’ 
principal  business  is  holding  the  stock 
of  Mercantile. 

AGMF,  a  foundation  established  by  the 
American  Gage  and  Machine  Co.  (AGM 
Co.),  is  managed  by  two  trustees,  Wal¬ 
lace  E.  Carroll  and  Lelia  H.  Carroll,  his 
\idfe.  AGM  Co.  is  principally  engaged, 
through  its  divisions  and  subsidiaries, 
in  the  production  and  distribution  of 
electrical  indicating,  measuring  and  test 
equipment,  transformers,  trailers,  and 
truck  coaches,  refrigerated  truck  bodies, 
springs,  pumps,  punch  presses,  precision 
gages,  and  related  products.  For  exam¬ 
ple,  one  of  its  subsidiaries,  Jewell  Elec¬ 
trical  Instruments,  Inc.  (Jewell)  manu¬ 
factures  panel  indicating  instniments, 
precision  components  for  the  computer 
industry  and  mechanisms  for  use  in  air¬ 
craft  instnunents;  another  subsidiary, 
OEA,  Ihc.,  makes  propellant  and  electro¬ 
explosive  devices  used  in  personnel  es¬ 
cape  systems  for  high  speed  aircraft  and 
space  vehicles.  Eighty  percent  of  the 
stock  of  AGM  Co.,  acquired  on  May  11, 
1970,  is  owned  by  Katy  Industries,  Inc. 
(Katy) .  a  holding  company  organized  in 
Delaware  which  controls,  inter  alia,  97.7 
percent  of  the  Missouri-Kansas-Texas 
R.R.  Co.  (Katy  R.R.),  operating  in  Mis¬ 
souri,  Kansas,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas.  In 
turn,  at  least  43  percent  of  Katy’s  stock 
is  owned,  legally  or  beneficially,  by  the 
Carroll  family  interests. 

Subsequent  to  the  filing  of  the  applica¬ 
tion  in  Docket  21998  the  Foundation 
Group’s  stock  interest  in  CHI  and  CHI’s 
interest,  through  HAS,  in  Mercantile, 
have  been  augmented  by  their  respective 
additional  stock  purchases. 

Specifically,  it  appears  that  prior  to 
the  Foundation  Group’s  acquisition  of 
CHI’s  common  stock  on  October  31, 1969, 
Polk  Bros.,  Inc.,  a  closely  held  family 
department  store,  Polk  Bros.  Founda¬ 
tion,  a  charitable  foimdation,  and  Mr. 
Sol  Polk  together,*  held  the  largest  single 
block  of  CHI  stock.  The  Polk  Group’s 
ownership  of  CHI  stock  was  accumulated 
as  follows;  On  January  1,  1969,  116,481 
shares  or  35.23  percent;  on  August  5, 
1969,  143,985  shares  or  43.55  percent; 
and  on  October  30,  1969,  156,507  shares 
or  47.33  percent.  On  October  31,  1969, 
when  the  Foundation  Group  first  ac¬ 
quired  its  newly-issued  CHI  stock,  Polk 
Bros.,  Inc.,  also  acquired  53,288  shares 
of  the  newly-issued  stock,  for  a  total  in¬ 
dividual  holding  of  185,482  shares  or 
31.49  percent,  and  a  tot^  Polk  Group 
holding  of  209,795  shares,  then  equal  to 
35.62  percent  of  the  total  outstanding 


*PoUc  Bros.,  Inc.,  Polk  Bros.  Foundation 
and  Mr.  Sol  Polk  are  referred  to  herein  as  the 
“Polk  Group.” 


shares.  Thereafter,  on  May  28,  1971, 
Polk  Bros.,  Inc.,  and  the  Carroll  Trust 
(included  in  the  Foundation  Group) 
each  acquired  19,608  nev'ly-issued  shares 
of  CHI,  which  together  with  additional 
shares  intermittently  acquired,  resulted 
in  the  Polk  Group  owning  240,107  shares 
or  38.22  percent  (Polk  Bros.,  Inc.,  alone 
owning  214,859  or  34.20  percent)  and  the 
Foundation  Group  owning  184,663  shares 
or  29.40  percent  of  CHI’s  outstanding 
shares. 

Similarly,  in  regard  to  Mercantile 
stock,  it  appears  that  subsequent  to  the 
acquisition  of  50.48  percent  of  Mercan¬ 
tile  stock  on  October  31,  1969,  HAS  also 
acquired  24,755  shares  or  10.2  percent  on 
August  31,  1970,  and  some  time  there¬ 
after  an  additional  amoimt  in  excess  of 
13,000  shares  or  over  10  percent,  result¬ 
ing  in  a  total  holding  as  of  July  6,  1971, 
of  102,127  shares  or  80.1  percent  of  the 
total  outstanding  shares  of  Mercantile.* 

Applicants’  request  for  disclaimer  in 
Docket  21998  raises  a  serious  threshold 
question  of  jurisdiction  regarding 
AGMF’s  acquisition  of  control  of  CHI 
w'ithin  the  meaning  of  section  408. 

In  their  initial  filing  the  applicants  in 
Docket  21998  contend  in  effect  that  not¬ 
withstanding  the  acquisition  of  more 
than  10  percent  of  the  outstanding  shares 
of  CHI,  neither  AGMF  nor  the  Founda¬ 
tion  Group  of  which  it  is  a  part  acquired 
control  of  CHI  because  of  the  larger  block 
of  stock  held  by  the  Polk  Group.  The  ap¬ 
plicants  also  contend  that  in  reaching 
this  conclusion  CHA  is  not  only  entitled 
to  the  benefit  of  the  presumption  now 
contained  in  section  408  of  the  Act,*  but 
that  a  prima  facie  case  is  clearly  estab¬ 
lished  that  AGMF  did  not  acquire  con¬ 
trol  of  CHI  due  to  the  larger  block  of 
stock  held  by  the  Polk  Group,  However, 
in  a  subsequent  amendment  and  without 
further  development  of  imderlying  facts 
relating  to  the  issue,  applicants  state 
that  they  do  not  believe  that  Polk  Bros., 
Inc.,  holds  control  of  CHI;  that  Polk 
Bros.,  Inc.,  did  not  consider  itself  to 
have  control  of  CHI  when  the  latter  ac¬ 
quired  control  of  Mercantile;  and  that 
the  Polk  Bros.,  Inc.’s,  interest  in  CHI  was 
offset  by  AGMF’s  acquisition  of  a  sub¬ 
stantial  interest  in  CHI’s  stock. 

The  Board  has  decided  to  set  for  hear¬ 
ing  the  entirety  of  applicants’  requests 
for  disclaimer  of  jurisdiction  or  ap¬ 
proval.*  We  do  not  have  enough  informa- 


«McK>dy's  Transportation  Manual,  June  1, 
1971. 

‘Section  408(f)  provides  that,  “IPJor  the 
purposes  of  this  section,  any  person  owning 
beneficially  10  per  centum  or  more  of  the 
voting  securities  or  capital,  as  the  case  may 
be,  of  an  air  carrier  shall  be  presumed  to  be 
In  control  of  such  air  carrier  unless  the  Board 
finds  otherwise  •  • 

•  Various  control  and  Interlocking  rela¬ 
tionships  which  are  Included  in  the  Instant 
proceedings  were  established  without  Board 
approval  prior  to  the  filing  dates  of  the  ap¬ 
plications  herein.  However,  exceptional  cir¬ 
cumstances  appearing  to  exist,  it  has  been 
decided  not  to  enforce  the  doctrine  expressed 
in  Sherman  Control  and  Interlocking  Rela- 
tionsh4>s,  15  CAB  876  (1962)  and  to  con¬ 
sider  the  applications  on  their  merits. 


tilm  at  this  time  to  determine  that  a  dis¬ 
claimer  of  jurisdiction  regarding  the  ac¬ 
quisition  of  control  of  CHI  is  warranted, 
nor  do  the  applicants’  vandng  conten¬ 
tions  resolve  this  uncertainty.  In  light  of 
AGMF’s  acquisition  of  more  than  10  per¬ 
cent  of  CHI’s  stock  and  the  presumption 
of  control  thereby  created,  we  believe 
that  the  jurisdictional  issue  of  control 
can  best  be  determined  by  a  full  evidenti¬ 
ary  hearing.''  Moreover,  we  are  imable  to 
determine  that  the  Foimdatitai  Group’s 
acquisition  of  CHI’s  stock  and  the  Polk 
Group’s  simultaneous  changes  in  its 
holdings  of  CHI  stock  do  not  affect  the 
control  of  a  direct  air  carrier,  CHA,  with¬ 
in  the  meaning  of  the  third  proviso  of 
section  408(b).  Hence,  a  determination 
without  a  hearing  is  not  warranted. 

On  the  question  of  jurisdiction  the 
hearing  should  elicit  information  which 
will  enable  us  to  determine  whether 
AGMF  (or  the  Foundation  Group)  has 
acquired  control  of  CHI  and  its  subsidi¬ 
aries,  either  alone  or  jointly  with  Polk 
Bros.,  Inc.  (or  the  Polk  Group) ,®  whether 
additional  control  relationships  within 
the  purview  of  section  408  have  thereby 
been  created,*  or  whether  AGMF  is  afiUi- 
ated  with  a  surface  carrier  within  the 
meaning  of  section  408(b)  and  what,  if 
any,  conditions  should  be  imposed  on  any 
warranted  order  of  approval  in  order  to 
protect  the  integrity  of  the  air  carrier 
and  its  capability  of  fulfilling  its  certifi¬ 
cate  obligations  in  light  of  its  afiOliation 
with  a  system  of  enterprises  engaged  in 
diversified  activities.^ 

Pursuant  to  Rule  12  of  the  Board’s 
procedural  regulations,  we  have  decided 
to  consolidate  for  hearing  the  proceed¬ 
ing  in  Docket  23594  involving  section  409 


^See,  REA  Holding  Corp.,  Order  70-7-142, 
July  30,  1970  and  Order  71-2-17,  Feb.  3,  1971. 

■On  and  after  October  31,  1969,  when 
AGMF  first  acquired  CHI  stock  and  HAS 
acquired  control  of  Mercantile,  the  latter 
made  loans  to  Mr.  Carroll,  to  companies  in 
which  he  served  as  oflBcer,  director  and/or 
controlling  shareholder  (Katy  and  AGM  Co.) 
and  to  companies  whose  stock  was  held  in 
a  trust  for  the  benefit  of  his  children.  It 
also  apf>ears  that  CHI  agreed  to  use  its  best 
efforts  to  elect  to  its  six-member  board  of 
directors  one  person  designated  by  AGMF 
and  one  designated  by  Polk  Bros.,  Inc. 

*  In  this  connection,  substantive  questions 
arise  whether  the  common  control  of  various 
organizations  affiliated  with  AGMF  (for  ex¬ 
ample,  JeweU  and  Katy  R.R.)  and  CHA 
would  create  conflicts  of  Interest  which 
would  be  detrimental  to  CHA  or  which  would 
create  a  monopoly  or  restrain  competition 
and  thereby  jeopardize  another  air  carrier. 

rounder  the  second  proviso  to  section 
408(b)  If  the  applicant  is  a  carrier  other 
than  an  air  carrier,  or  a  person  controUed 
by  a  carrier  other  than  an  air  carrier  or 
affiliated  therewith  within  the  meaning  of 
section  5(8)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act, 
such  applicant  shaU  for  the  purpose  of  sec¬ 
tion  408  be  considered  an  air  carrier,  and 
the  Board  may  not  approve  the  acquisition 
unless  It  finds  that  the  transactions  pro¬ 
posed  wUl  promote  the  public  interest  by  en¬ 
abling  such  carrier  other  than  an  air  carrier 
to  use  aircraft  to  public  advantage  In  Its 
operation  and  will  not  restrain  competition. 

“Cf.  ’The  Flying  Tiger  Line,  Inc.,  Order 
70-6-119,  May  6,  1970. 
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Interlocking  relationships  with  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  in  Docket  21998  involving  sec¬ 
tion  408  control  relatlonships.“  The  pro¬ 
ceedings  involve  substantially  the  same 
parties  and  closely  related  issues,  and 
the  Board  finds  that  such  consolidation 
will  be  conducive  to  the  proper  dispatch 
of  its  business  and  will  not  unduly  delay 
the  proceedings. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That: 

1.  The  applicants’  request  for  dis¬ 
claimer  of  jurisdiction  over  or  approval 
of  the  acquisition,  and  the  control  and 
interlocking  relationships  herein,  be  and 
they  hereby  are  set  for  hearing  before 
an  examiner  of  the  Board  at  a  time  and 
place  to  be  hereafter  designated; 

2.  The  proceedings  in  Dockets  21998 
and  23594  be  and  they  hereby  are  con¬ 
solidated;  and 

3.  To  the  extent  not  granted  herein, 
all  other  requests  for  relief  without  a 
hearing  be  and  they  hereby  are  denied. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Harry  J.  Zink, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-10206  Filed  7-3-72;8:49  am] 
[Order  72-a-107] 

GREYHOUND  VAN  LINES,  INC. 

Order  Granting  Temporary  Relief 

Issued  under  delegated  authority, 
June  26,  1972. 

From  time  to  time,  at  the  request  of 
the  Department  of  Defense  (DOD),  the 
Board  has  granted  temporary  relief  from 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958  (the  Act)  to  permit  unauthor¬ 
ized  indirect  air  carriers  to  transport 
by  air  used  household  goods'  of  DOD 
personnel.  The  Board  has  granted  this 
relief  to  39  indirect  air  carriers.*  The  re¬ 
lief  granted  will  expire  180  days  after  the 
Board’s  decision  in  Docket  20812  be¬ 
comes  final  or,  as  to  each  individual 
company,  upon  Board  disposition  of 
such  company’s  application  for  air 
freight  forwarder  and/or  international 
air  freight  forwarder  authority,  which¬ 
ever  event  shall  occur  first. 

By  letter  dated  June  8,  1972,  the  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Army,  acting  on  behalf 


“The  applicants  are  of  course  not  pre¬ 
cluded  from  pursuing  any  Issues  underlying 
requests  for  disclaimer  of  Jurisdiction  over 
any  interlocking  relationships  involved  In 
Docket  23694,  or  acquisitions  and  control  re¬ 
lationships  Involved  In  Docket  21998. 

^The  term  "used  household  goods”  means 
personal  effects  (Including  unaccompanied 
baggage)  and  property  used  or  to  be  used 
In  a  dwelling  when  a  part  of  the  equipment 
or  the  supply  of  such  dwelling,  but  specifi¬ 
cally  excludes  (1)  furniture,  fixtures,  equip¬ 
ment,  and  the  property  of  stores,  offices, 
museums.  Institutions,  hospitals,  or  other 
establishments,  when  a  pan  of  the  stock, 
equipment,  or  supply  of  such  stores,  offices, 
museums.  Institutions,  hospitals,  or  other 
establishments,  and  (2)  objects  of  art  (other 
than  personal  effects),  displays  and  exhibits. 

*See  Order  72-6-99,  dated  May  26,  1972, 
for  carriers  previously  granted  relief. 


of  DOD,  stated  that  in  addition  to  the 
39  carriers  already  exempted.  It  now  has 
a  requirement  for  the  services  of  Grey- 
hoimd  Van  lines,  Inc.,  an  unauthorized 
indirect  air  carrier,  and  requests  that 
it  be  similarly  relieved  from  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Act. 

In  the  view  of  the  foregoing  circum¬ 
stances,  it  is  found  that  it  is  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  to  temporarily  relieve  Grey¬ 
hound  Van  Lines,  Inc.  from  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Act  to  transport  by  air  used 
household  goods  of  personnel  of  DOD. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered: 

1.  That  pursuant  to  sections  101(3) 
and  204  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended,  Greyhound  Van  Lines, 
Inc,  is  hereby  relieved  from  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  title  rv  and  section  610(a)  (4) 
of  the  Act  to  the  extent  necessary  to 
transport  by  air  used  household  goods 
of  personnel  of  DOD  upon  tender  by 
that  Department. 

2.  That  the  relief  granted  herein  shall 
terminate  180  days  after  the  Board’s 
decision  in  Docket  20812  becomes  final, 
or  upon  Board  disposition  of  Greyhound 
Van  Lines,  Inc.  application  for  air 
freight  forwarder  authority,  whichever 
event  shall  occur  first. 

3.  ’That  this  order  may  be  amended  or 
revoked  at  any  time  in  the  discretion  of 
the  Board,  without  hearing;  and 

4.  That  copies  of  this  order  shall  be 
served  on  the  Military  TraflBc  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Terminal  Service,  U.S.  Army, 
and  Greyhoimd  Van  Lines,  Inc. 

This  order  shall  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Persons  entitled  to  petition  the  Board 
for  review  of  this  order  pursuant  to  the 
Board’s  regulations,  14  CFR  385.50,  may 
file  their  petitions  within  10  days  after 
date  of  service  of  this  order. 

This  order  shall  be  effective  and  be¬ 
come  the  action  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  upon  expiration  of  the  above  pe¬ 
riod  unless  within  such  period  a  petition 
for  review  is  filed,  or  the  Board  gives 
notice  that  it  will  review  this  order  on 
its  own  motion. 

[seal]  Harry  J.  Zink, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-10207  Filed  7-3-72;8:50  am] 


CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 

ACTION 

Notice  of  Revocation  of  Authority  To 
Make  a  Noncareer  Executive  As¬ 
signment 

Under  authority  of  §  9.20  of  C:ivil  Serv¬ 
ice  Rule  rx  (5  CFR  9.20) ,  the  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission  revokes  the  authority  of 
ACmON  to  fill  by  noncareer  executive 
assignment  in  the  excepted  service  the 
position  of  Deputy  Associate  Director  for 
Domestic  and  Anti-Poverty  Operations. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 
[FR  Doc.72-10182  Filed  7-3-72:8:47  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Notice  of  Revocation  of  Authority  To 
Make  Noncareer  Executive  Assign¬ 
ment 

Under  authority  of  §  9.20  of  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20),  the  Civil 
Service  Commission  revokes  the  authori¬ 
ty  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
to  fill  by  noncareer  executive  assign¬ 
ment  in  the  excepted  service  the  position 
of  Deputy  Administrator  for  Interna¬ 
tional  ’Trade,  Foreign  Agricultural 
Service, 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  COBIMISSION, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 
[FR  Doc.72-10183  Filed  7-3-72;8:47  am] 


INTER-AMERICAN  FOUNDATION 

Notice  of  Revocation  of  Authority  To 
Make  Noncareer  Executive  Assign¬ 
ment 

Under  authority  of  §  9.20  of  CJivil  Serv¬ 
ice  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20),  the  Civil 
Service  Commission  revokes  the  author¬ 
ity  of  the  Inter-American  Foundation 
to  fill  by  noncareer  executive  assign¬ 
ment  in  the  excepted  service  the  position 
of  Deputy  Director  of  Programs. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 
[FR  Doc.72-10184  FUed  7-3-72;8:47  am] 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

Notice  of  Grant  of  Authority  To  Make 
Noncareer  Executive  Assignment 

Under  authority  of  §  9.20  of  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20),  the  Civil 
Service  Commission  authorizes  the  En¬ 
vironmental  Protection  Agency  to  fill  by 
noncareer  executive  assignment  in  the 
excepted  service  the  position  of  Assistant 
to  the  Administrator,  Office  of  the 
Administrator. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

[FR  Doc,72-10185  Filed  7-3-72;8:47  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Notice  of  Grant  of  Authority  To  Make 
a  Noncareer  Executive  Assignment 

Under  authority  of  §  9.20  of  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Rule  rx  (5  CFR  9.20) ,  the  CrivU  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission  authorizes  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Labor  to  fill  by  noncareer  execu¬ 
tive  assignment  in  the  excepted  service 
the  position  of  Deputy  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  for  Policy  Development,  Office  of  the 
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Secretary,  Office  of  the  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  for  Policy,  Evaluation  and  Research. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  CoiacissioN, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 
[FB  Doc.72-10187  Filed  7-3-72;8:48  am] 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

Notice  of  Title  Change  in  Noncareer 
Executive  Assignment 

By  notice  of  December  24,  1969,  F.R. 
E>oc.  69-15271  the  Civil  Service  Commis¬ 
sion  authorized  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion  to  fill  by  noncareer  executive  assign¬ 
ment  the  position  of  Chief,  Office  of 
Environmaital  Protection.  This  is  notice 
that  the  title  of  this  position  is  now  being 
changed  to  Advisor  on  Environmental 
Quality. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 
[FR  Doc.72-10188  FUed  7-3-72;8:48  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Notice  of  Title  Change  in  Noncareer 
Executive  Assignment 

By  notice  of  September  9.  1970,  F.R. 
Doc.  70-11899  the  Civil  Service  Commis- 
si(Mi  authorized  the  Department  of  Hous¬ 
ing  and  Urban  Development  to  fill  by 
noncareer  executive  assignment  the  posi¬ 
tion  of  Assistant  Commissioner  for  sub¬ 
sidized  Housing  Programs,  Office  of  the 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Housing  Produc¬ 
tion  and  Mortgage  Credit-FHA  Com- 
missicHier.  This  is  notice  that  the  title 
of  this  position  is  now  being  changed  to 
Director,  Office  of  Subsidized  Housing 
Programs,  Office  of  the  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  for  Housing  Production  and  Mort¬ 
gage  Credit-FHA. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 
[FR  Doc.72-10189  Filed  7-3-72  ;8:48  am] 


INTER-AMERICAN  FOUNDATION 

Notice  of  Grant  of  Authority  To  Make 
Noncareer  Executive  Assignment 

Under  authority  of  !  9.20  of  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20) ,  the  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission  authorizes  the  Inter- 
American  Foundation  to  fill  by  noncareer 
executive  assignment  in  the  excepted 
service  the  position  of  Vice  President  for 
Operations,  Office  of  the  President. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 
[FR  Doc.72-10186  Piled  7-3-72;8:48  am] 


COMMITTEE  FOR  THE  IMPLEMEN¬ 
TATION  OF  TEXTILE  AGREEMENTS 

CERTAIN  COTTON  TEXTILES  AND 
COnON  TEXTILE  PRODUCTS  PRO¬ 
DUCED  OR  MANUFACTURED  IN 
PAKISTAN 

Entry  or  Withdrawal  From  Warehouse 
for  Consumption 

June  29,  1972. 

On  May  6,  1970,  the  Government  of 
the  United  States,  in  furtherance  of  the 
objectives  of,  and  under  the  terms  of, 
the  Long-Term  Arrangement  Regarding 
International  Trade  in  Cotton  Textiles 
done  at  Geneva  on  February  9, 1962,  con¬ 
cluded  a  comprehensive  bilateral  cotton 
textile  agreement  with  the  Government 
of  Pakistan,  concerning  exports  of  cotton 
textiles  from  Pakistan  to  the  United 
States  over  a  4-year  period  beginning  on 
July  1,  1970.  On  June  15,  1972,  the  bi¬ 
lateral  agreement  was  amended;  and  the 
duration  of  the  agreement  was  extended 
through  June  30,  1977,  Among  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  agreement,  as  amended,  are 
those  establishing  an  aggregate  limit  for 
the  64  categories  of  87,712,500  square 
yards  equivalent;  within  the  aggregate 
limit,  group  limits  on  Categories  1-27  and 
28-64  of  77,395,500  and  10,317,000  square 
yards  equivalent,  respectively;  and 
within  both  of  the  aforesaid  limits,  spe¬ 
cific  limits  on  Categories  9/10,  15/16, 
18/19  and  paits  of  26,  22/23,  parts  of  26, 
part  of  31,  and  41/42  for  the  third  agree¬ 
ment  year  beginning  on  July  1,  1972. 

There  is  published  below  a  letter  of 
June  29,  1972,  from  the  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  for  the  Implementation  of 
Textile  Agreements  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Customs,  directing  that  for  the  12- 
month  period  beginning  July  1, 1972,  and 
extending  through  June  30,  1973,  entry 
into  the  United  States  for  consumption 
and  withdrawal  from  warehouse  for  con¬ 
sumption  of  cotton  textiles  and  cotton 
textile  products  in  the  indicated  cate¬ 
gories  produced  or  manufactured  in 
Pakistan  and  exported  to  the  United 
States,  be  limited  to  the  designated  levels. 
At  this  time,  no  directions  with  respect 
to  the  aggregate  limit  and  group  limits 
are  being  given  to  the  Commissioner  of 
Customs.  Notice  is  hereby  given,  however, 
that  at  a  future  date  it  may  be  necessary 
to  give  such  directions  in  order  to  assist 
the  Government  of  Pakistan  in  the  im¬ 
plementation  of  these  limits.  This  letter 
and  the  actions  pursuant  thereto  are  not 
designed  to  implement  all  of  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  bilateral  agreement,  as 
amended,  but  are  designed  to  assist  only 
in  the  implementation  of  certain  of  its 
provisions. 

Stanley  Nehmer, 
Chairman,  Committee  lor  the 
ImplerrientatUm  of  Textile 
Agreements,  and  Deputy  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  for  Re¬ 
sources. 


Assistant  Secbetabt  of  Commerce 

COMMITTEE  FOR  THE  IMPLEMENTATION  OF  TEX¬ 
TILE  AGREEMENTS 

June  29.  1972. 

Commissioner  of  Customs, 

Department  of  the  Treamry, 

Washington,  D.C.  20226. 

Dear  Mr.  Commissioner:  Under  the  terms 
of  the  Long-l'erm  Arrangement  Regarding 
International  Trade  in  Cotton  Textiles  done 
at  Geneva  on  February  9,  1962,  pursuant  to 
the  bUateral  cotton  textile  agreement  of 
May  6,  1970,  as  amended,  between  the  Gov¬ 
ernments  of  the  United  States  and  Pakistan, 
and  In  accordance  with  the  procedures  of 
Executive  Order  11661  of  March  3,  1972,  you 
are  directed  to  prohibit,  effective  July  1,  1972 
and  for  the  12-month  period  extending 
through  June  30,  1973,  ent^  Into  the  United 
States  for  consumption  and  withdrawal  from 
warehouse  for  consumption  of  cotton  tex¬ 
tiles  and  cotton  textile  products  In  Cate¬ 
gories  9/10,  16/18,  18/19  and  part  of  26, 
22/23,  parts  of  26,  part  of  31,  and  41/42, 
produced  or  manufactured  In  Pakistan,  In 
excess  of  the  following  designated  levels  of 
restraint : 

12-month 
levels  of 

Category  restraint 

9/10 _ square  yards _  37, 146, 000 

16/16 . do _  3,097,000 

18/19  and  part  of  26  (print 

cloth)  1 . do _ 16,512,000 

22/23  _ do -  4,128,000 

Part  of  26  (bark  cloth)  *— do _  6, 189, 000 

Part  of  26  (duck)  * _ do _  8,  771,  250 

Part  of  31  (only  T.S.U.S.A.  No. 

366.2740)  _ pieces—  4,  964,  810 

41/42  . . dozen—  424,098 


I  In  Category  26,  only  T.S.U.S.A.  Nos.: 


320. 
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322. 

—34 

327.. 

.34 

321. 

—34 

326. 

—34 
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.92 

323. 

—88 

328. 

.-88 

321.. 

,.92 

324. 

—88 

329. 

—88 

822.. 

.92 

323. 

—92 

328. 

—92 

324.. 

.92 

329. 

—92 

325. 

—92 

330.. 

.92 

326. 

—92 

331. 

—92 

327.. 

.92 

Only 

T.S.U.S 

.A.  Nos. 

320. 

--01  through  04,  06, 

08 

321. 

—01  through  04.  06. 

08 

322. 

_ 01  through  04,  06, 

08 

326. 

_ 01  through  04,  06, 

08 

327. 

—01  through  04,  06, 

08 

328. 

_ 01  through  04 

06, 

08 

In  carrying  out  this  directive,  entries  of 
cotton  textiles  and  cotton  textile  products 
in  the  above  categories,  produced  or 
manufactured  in  Pakistan  and  exported 
to  the  United  States  prior  to  July  1,  1972, 
shall,  to  the  extent  of  any  unfilled  bal¬ 
ances,  be  charged  against  the  levels  of 
restraint  established  for  such  goods  dur¬ 
ing  the  period  July  1,  1971  through 
June  30, 1972.  In  the  event  that  the  levels 
of  restraint  established  for  that  12- 
month  period  have  been  exhausted  by 
previous  entries,  such  goods  shall  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  levels  set  forth  in  this  letter. 

The  levels  of  restraint  set  forth  above 
are  subject  to  adjustment  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  bilateral  agreement  of 
May  6,  1970,  as  amended,  betweoi  the 
Governments  of  the  United  States  and 
Pakistan  vdiich  provide  in  part  that  with¬ 
in  the  aggregate  and  applicable  group 
limits  of  the  agreement,  limits  on  certain 
categories  may  be  exce^ed  by  not  more 
than  5  percent;  for  the  limited  carryover 
of  shortfalls  in  certain  categories  to  the 
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next  agreement  year;  and  for  adminis¬ 
trative  arrangements.  Any  appropriate 
adjustmoits  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
the  bilateral  agreement  referred  to  above, 
will  be  made  to  you  by  letter. 

A  detailed  deacriptlon  of  the  categorlee  In 
terms  of  TA.TTAA.  niunbers  was  published 
In  the  Fsdbsal  Register  on  April  29,  1972  (37 
F.R.  8802). 

In  carrying  out  the  above  directive,  entry 
into  the  United  States  for  consumption  shall 
be  construed  to  Include  entry  for  consump¬ 
tion  into  the  Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico. 

The  actions  taken  with  respect  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  Pakistan  and  with  respect  to  im¬ 
ports  of  cotton  textiles  and  cotton  textile 
products  from  Pakistan  have  been  de¬ 
termined  by  the  Committee  for  the  Imple¬ 
mentation  of  Textile  Agreements  to  Involve 
foreign  affairs  fimctlons  of  the  United  States. 
Therefore,  the  directions  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Customs,  being  necessary  to  the  implemen¬ 
tation  of  such  actions,  fall  within  the  foreign 
affairs  exception  to  the  rule-making  provl- 
siCHis  of  5  UJ3.C.  563.  This  letter  wUl  be  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Feoerai.  Rxgister. 

Sincerely  irours, 

Stamlbt  Nehmxr, 

Chairman,  Committee  for  the  Imple¬ 
mentation  of  Textile  Agreements, 
and  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Resources. 

IFR  Doc.72-10179  FUed  7-3-72;8:61  am] 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT 
STATEMENTS 

Availability  of  Agency  Comments 

Appendix  I  contains  a  listing  of  draft 
environmental  Impact  statements  which 
the  Environmental  Protection  Agency 
(EPA)  has  reviewed  and  commented 
upon  in  writing  during  the  period  from 
June  1,  1972,  to  June  15,  1972,  as  re¬ 
quired  by  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969 
and  section  309  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  as 
amended.  The  listing  includes  the  fW- 
eral  agency  responsible  for  the  state¬ 
ment,  the  number  assigned  by  EPA  to 
the  statement,  the  title  of  the  statement, 
the  classiflcation  of  the  nature  of  EPA*s 
comments,  and  the  source  for  copies  of 
the  comments. 

Appendix  II  contains  definitions  of  the 
four  classifications  of  EPA’s  comments. 
Copies  of  EPA’s  comments  on  these  draft 
environmental  Impact  statements  are 
available  to  the  public  from  the  EPA 
offices  noted. 

Appendix  in  contains  a  listing  of  the 
addi^es  of  the  sources  for  copies  of 
EPA  comments  listed  in  Appendix  I. 

Copies  of  the  draft  environmental  im¬ 
pact  statements  are  available  from  the 
Federal  department  or  agency  which 
prepared  the  draft  statement  or  from 
the  National  Technical  Information 
Service,  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce, 
Springfield,  Va.  22151, 

Dated:  June  27,  1972. 

Sheldon  Meters, 

Director, 

Office  of  Federal  Activities. 


ArrxKDix  1 

ENVIBONHENTAL  WEACT  STATEUENia  FOR  WHICH  COMMEXVB  WERE  ISSUED  BETWEEN  JUNE  1,  1973  AND  JUNE  IS,  1973 


Responsible  Federal  Agency 


Title  and  identUytug  number 


General  Source  for 
nature  of  copies  of 
comments  comments 


Atomic  Energy  Commlssioii _ D-AEC-D6040-00:  Indian  Point  Unit  No.  2  Nuclear 

General  Plant. 

Do .  D-AEC-0Q0fi2-^:  Joseph  M.  Farley  Nuclear  Plant 

Units  1  and  2. 

Do _ _ _ _ D-AEC-0006(M)1:  Maine  Yankee  Nuclear  Power  Plant. 

Do.... . D-AEC-00049-4S:  Fort  St.  Vrain  Nuclear  Generating 

StaUon. 

Corps  of  Engineers . . D-COE-3S023-04;  Maintenance  Dredging  Scltuate  Har¬ 

bor,  Mas.s. 

Do . D-COE-35019-0S;  Maintenance  Dredging  Norwalk  Har¬ 

bor,  Conn. 

Do .  D-COE-30036-07:  Hamlin  Beach  State  Park  Coop 

Beach  Erosion  Control  Project  Lake  Ontario  Monroe 
County,  N.Y. 

Do.. . D-COE-36021-11:  Maintenance  and  Dredging  of  Erie 

Harbor,  Pa. 

Do . . . D-CO £-20031-21:  Beach  Erosion  Control  Study  Mana¬ 

tee  County,  Fla. 

Do . .  D-COE-32^27:  Port  Washington  Small  Boat  Harbor, 

111. 

Do . . . . D-COE-30033-38:  Lake  Pontchartraln  La.  and  Vicinity 

Hurrioane  Project. 

Do _ _ _ D-CO £-32363-38:  Kansas  River  Navigation  Lawrence 

to  Mouth,  Kansas. 

Do _ _ _ _ D-COE-32836-46:  Sacramento  River,  Bank  Protection 

Project. 

Department  of  Agriculture . D-DOA-36127-14:Prickett  Creek  Watershed  Work  Plan, 

W.  Va. 

Do _ D-DOA-38128-20;  Mill  Branch  Watershed  Pr<^t  Bacon 

County,  Ga. 

Do _ D-UOA-8S119-24:  Moorhead  Bayou  Waterrired,  Ml« — 

Do _ _ _ D-DOA-3t044-24:  Big  Black  River  Comprehensive 

Basin  Study,  Miss. 

Do . . . . . . . D-DOA-32S42-21:  Port  Everglades  Harbor  Broward 

County,  Fla. 

Do _ _ _ D-DOA-89069-26:  Daryland  Power  Co-op.,  Buffalo 

County,  Ohio 

Do . . . . . . D-DOA-06376-39;  New  Madrid  Station  Unit  2  Missouri. 

Department  of  Commerce . D-DOC-S90M-29:  Leading  Creek  Conservancy  District 

Maigo  County,  Ohio. 

Department  of  Defense _ _ D-DOD-11017-05:  Naval  Station  Basin  for  Drydock 

Newport,  R.I. 

Do . . . . . D-DOD-89076-46:  Air  Force  Academy  Airmanship 

Program. 

Department  of  the  Interior . D-DOI-61063-16:  Proposed  Restricting  of  Vehicles  on 

Back  Bay  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Va. 

Department  of  Transportation...  D-DOT-U240-06:  Construction  of  Interstate  291  1-84 
to  1-91. 

Do . D-DOT-«2(»-12:  1-83  Gay  Street  to  Caroline  Street 

and  4(F)  Data  on  Lower  Jones  Falls  Historic  Area, 
Baltimore,  Md. 

Do .  D-DOT-41262-12:  1-96  Fr.  Russell  Street  to  O'Donnell 

Street,  Maryland. 

Do . D-DOT-41839-00:  Proposed  legislation  DOJ  and  LMTA  Act  of  ’72 - 

Do......  D-DOT-41274-14;  Route  108  Proposed  Bridge  over  Ohio  and  Uuyandot 

Rivers,  Huntington,  W.  Va. 

Do . D-DOT-4127S-11:  Reoonstrnction  of  Eighth  Street,  Luzerne  County,  Pa _ 

Do _ D-DOT-61169-18:  Plymouth  Municipal  Airport,  Plymouth,  N.C . . 

Do _ D-DOT-41206-21:  Sarasota  and  Manatee  Countira,  Fla,.  State  Road  93  (1-76). 

Do . D-DOT-41298-18:  Sii  Forks  Road,  Wake  County,  N.C;. . 

Do . D-DOT-4128^18:  Shelby  DeKalb  Street  Extension,  Cleveland  County,  N.C. 

Do . D-DOT-41283-21: 8-299(7),  Polk  County,  Fla . 

Do^ _ D-DOT-41281-28:  State  Route  34,  Greenville  Green  County,  Tenn . . 

Do _ D-DOT-41280-21:  Street  Road  794,  Palm  Beach  County,  Fla. . . 

Do . .  D-DOT-41271-23:  Improvement  of  State  Route  3,  Dyer  aifd  Obion  Coun¬ 

ties,  Tenn. 

Do _ D-d6t-41270-20:  F-126-(2)  Relocation  of  Carroll  Road,  Fulton  County,  Ga. 

Do _ D-DOT-41366-23:  V-OU-l  State  Route  24,  Davidson  County,  Tenn _ 

Do _ D-DOT-4I192-30: 1-94,  Hennepin  County,  Minn. . . . . 

Do _ D-DOT-41234-29:  County  Road  No.  26A,  Miami  County,  Ohio - - 

Do . D-DOT-41231-26:  U8H  12-CTH  ‘Q’-CTU  ‘M’,  Dane  County,  Wls . 

Do.. _ D-DOT-41243-26:  M-14  Freeway,  Washentaw  and  Wayne  Counties,  Mich... 


Do. . . . . D-DOT-41240-26:  M-24  Extension,  Tuscola  and  Huron 

Counties,  Mich. 

Do . . . . D-DOT-tl23B-26:  1-276  Construction,  Wayne  County, 

Mich. 

Do . . .  D-DOT-41238-26:  M-63  Mound  Road  Reconstruction, 

Macomb  County,  Mich. 

Do . . . .  I>-DOT-4128i)-26:  FAP  Route  7-1  Leon-Sparta  Road 

STH  27,  Moiu-oe  County,  Wis. 

Do . D-DOT-41287-28:  FAS  Route  S-1096,  St.  Joseph 

County,  Ind. 

Do .  D-DOT-41269-27:  FA  Route  23  (U.S.  30),  Cook  County, 

III. 

Do . D-DOT-41266-'26:  U.S.  H41,  Winnebago  CkMinty,  Wls... 

Do . D -DOT-41264-27:  FAP  Route  409  (U.S.  60),  Marion 

County,  Ill. 

Do _ _ _ _ D-I)OT-4128»-29:  County  Roads  37  and  43,  Cuyahoga 

County,  Ohio. 

Do . . D-DOT-41282-28:  Route  S-1673  (Bridge),  Miami 

County,  Ind. 

Do. . . .  D-DOT-41281-27:  FA  Route  28,  Ogle  County,  HI . 

Do. _ _ D-DOT-41268-34;  Loop  499  Harlingen,  Cameron 

County,  Tex. 

Do . D-DOT-81168-S1:  Meacham  Field,  Fort  Worth,  Tax - 

Do. .  D-DOT-41288-16:  Stete  Highway  71  FR.  Rocky  Creek 

to  Colo.  Line,  Fayette  County,  Tex. 

Do .  D-DOT-41284-38:  SF  169-67  F  066-1(16),  SF  169-67  F 

067-1(34),  SF  169-1  F  067-1(38),  Neosho  and  ALsn 
Counties,  Kans. 

Do . D-DOT  41280  36:  North  Platte  Bypass  and  R.R. 

Viaduct,  Nebr. 


3  A 

2  A 

2  A 

2  A 

3  B 

2  B 

1  C 


3  D 

2  E 

1  F 

1  G 

3  H 

2  J 

2  D 

t  E 

1  E 

1  E 

2  B 

2  F 

2  H 

2  F 

2  B 

1  I 

1  D 

3  B 

3  D 


3  D 

2  D 

2  D 

2  D 

2  E 

2  E 

2  E 

1  E 

1  E 

1  E 

2  E 

1  E 

2  B 

1  £ 

2  F 

1  F 

1  F 

2  F 

1  F 

2  F 

1  F 

1  F 

1  F 

1  F 

1  F 

1  F 

1  F 

1  F 

1  F 

1  a 

2  O 

1  O 

1  H 


2  H 
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▲p?eni>ix  I— Continued 


nmnomfENTAi.  impact  statements  fob  waics  comments  were  issued  between  iune  i,  ma  and  iune  is,  itn 


Responsible  Federal  Agency 

Title  and  Identifying  number 

General 
nature  of 
comments 

Source  for 
copies  of 
comments 

Department  of  Transportation. 

.  D-DOT-4124S-87:  Washington-Keokok  Project  8-120, 
Iowa. 

.  D-DOT-41247-37;  Mnn  County.  U.8. 161.  Iowa . 

1 

H 

Do . 

1 

H 

Do . 

.  D-DOT-41286-39:  Route  66  St.  Louis  Bridge  Replace¬ 
ment  over  R.  Des  Pwes.  Mo. 

I 

H 

Do-„ . 

.  D-DOT-41286-36:  Hershey  8.  Lincoln.  Nebr . 

1 

H 

Do . 

.  D-DOT-41279-64;  Fifth  Avenue  North  Widening, 
Seattle,  Wash. 

2 

K 

Federal  Power  Commission . 

.  D-FPC-05377-06:  Application  Connecticut  Light  and 
Power  Co.  Rocky. 

.  D-FPC-06376-64:  Spokane  R.  Project  No.  2646,  Wash¬ 
ington. 

D-HEW-81080-64:  Walla  Walla  Community  College 
First  Phase  (Construction. 

2 

B 

Do . 

2 

K 

Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Well^e. 

2 

K 

Department  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development. 

D-HUD-90026-00:  FHA  Mortgage  Insurance  for  Sea¬ 
sonal  Homes. 

3 

A 

Do . 

.  D-HUD -86047-34-  Proposed  Armand  Bayou  Park  Land 
Acquisition  Project,  Pasadena,  Harris  (County,  'Tex. 

.  D-HUD-60049-34;  TYlnity  R.  Ureenbelt  Land  Acquisi¬ 
tion  Project,  Dallas  County,  Tex. 

1 

a 

Do . 

2 

G 

Appendix  II 


DEFINITION  OF  CODES  FOB  THE  GENERAL  NATURE 
OF  EPA  COMMENTS 

(1)  General  agreement/lack  of  objectiona. 
The  Agency  generally: 

(a)  Has  no  objections  to  the  proposed  ac¬ 
tion  as  described  In  the  draft  impact 
statement; 

(b)  Suggest  only  minor  changes  in  the 
pn^msed  action  or  the  draft  impact  state¬ 
ment;  or 

(c)  Has  no  comments  on  the  draft  impact 
statement  or  the  proposed  action. 

(2)  Inadequate  information.  The  Agency 
feels  that  the  draft  impact  statement  does 
not  contain  adequate  Information  to  assess 
fully  the  environmental  Impact  oS  the  pro¬ 
posed  action.  The  Agency’s  comments  call  for 
more  information  about  the  potential  en¬ 
vironmental  hazards  addressed  in  the  state¬ 
ment,  or  ask  that  a  potential  environmental 
hazard  be  addressed  since  it  was  not  ad¬ 
dressed  in  the  draft  statement. 

(3)  Major  changes  necessary.  The  Agency 
believes  that  the  proposed  action,  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  the  draft  impact  statement,  needs 
major  revisions  or  major  additional  safe¬ 
guards  to  adequately  protect  the 
environment. 

(4)  Unsatisfactory.  The  Agency  believes 
that  the  proposed  action  is  unsatisfactory 
because  of  its  potentially  harmful  effect  on 
the  environment.  Furthermore,  the  Agency 
believes  that  the  safeguards  which  might  be 
utilized  may  not  adequately  protect  the  en¬ 
vironment  from  the  hazards  arising  from 
this  action.  The  Agency  therefore  recom¬ 
mends  that  alternatives  to  the  action  be 
analyzed  fiuiiher  (including  the  possibility 
of  no  action  at  all). 

Appendix  III 

SOURCES  FOR  COPIES  OF  EPA  COMMENTS 

A.  Director,  OlBce  of  Public  Affairs,  Envi¬ 
ronmental  Protection  Agency,  401  M  Street 
SW..  Washington,  DC  20460. 

B.  Director  of  Public  Affairs,  Region  I, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Room 
2303,  John  F.  Kennedy  Federal  Building, 
Boston,  Mass.  02203. 

C.  Director  of  Public  Affairs,  Region  H, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Room 
847,  26  Federal  Plaza,  New  York,  NY  10007. 

D.  Director  of  Public  Affairs,  Region  in. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Curtis 
Building,  Sixth  smd  Walnut  Streets,  Phila¬ 
delphia,  PA  19106. 


E.  Director  of  Public  Affairs,  Region  IV, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Suite  300, 
1421  Peachtree  Street  NE.,  Atlanta,  QA  30309. 

F.  Director  of  Public  Affairs,  Region  V, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  1  North 
Wacker  Drive,  Chicago,  IL  60606. 

O.  Director  of  Public  Affairs,  Region  VI, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  1600  Pat¬ 
terson  Street,  Dallas,  TX  76201. 

H.  Director  of  Public  Affairs,  Region  VII, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  1736 
Baltimore  Street,  Kansas  City,  MO  64108. 

I.  Director  of  Public  Affairs,  Region  vni. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Lincoln 
Tower,  Room  916,  1860  Lincoln  Street,  Den¬ 
ver,  CO  80203. 

J.  Director  of  Public  Affairs,  Region  IK, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  100  Cali¬ 
fornia  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102. 

K.  Director  of  Public  Affairs,  Region  K, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  1200 
Sixth  Avenue,  Seattle,  WA  98101. 

[PR  Doc.72-10077  Piled  7-3-72;8:46  am] 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

CABLE  TELEVISION  EQUAL 

EMPLOYMENT  ANNUAL  REPORTS 

Program  Statements  Required  in 
Certificate  Applications 

JxmE  22,  1972. 

The  recently  enacted  Commission  rules 
(§§  76.311  and  78.75)  prohibiting  dis¬ 
crimination  in  employment  practices  by 
cable  television  systems  and  cable  tele¬ 
vision  relay  stations  require  each  opera¬ 
tor  of  a  cable  system  with  five  or  more 
full-time  employees  (including  those 
whose  duties  are  related  to  the  operation 
of  a  cable  television  relay  station)  to  file 
an  annual  employment  report  on  PCC 
Form  395.  This  form  is  normally  required 
to  be  filed  by  May  31  of  each  year. 

The  new  rules  also  require  that  an  ap¬ 
plicant  for  a  certificate  of  compliance  for 
a  cable  system  not  operational  prior  to 
March  31,  1972  (other  than  systems  that 
were  authorized  to  carry  one  or  more 
television  signals  prior  to  March  31, 1972, 


but  did  not  commence  such  carriage  prior 
to  that  date) ,  include  in  his  application  a 
statement  of  the  proposed  system’s  equal 
employment  opportunity  program,  or  a 
statement  Justifjring  the  applicant’s  con¬ 
clusion  that  he  is  exempt,  under  the 
rules,  from  having  to  file  such  a  program. 

A  revised  Form  895,  which  includes  ap¬ 
propriate  questions  for  cable  operators, 
will  be  available  shortly  at  the  FCC  in 
Washington,  D.C.,  and  the  form  will  be 
mailed  to  all  cable  owners  or  operators 
on  or  about  July  1,  1972.  The  filing  dead¬ 
line,  for  this  year  only,  is  August  31, 1972. 
Grants  of  extensions  of  time  to  file  are 
not  contemplated. 

As  to  program  statements  in  certifi¬ 
cate  applications,  since  this  requirement 
went  into  effect  May  9, 1972,  applications 
filed  prior  to  that  date  need  not  be 
amended  to  include  such  statements; 
however,  applications  filed  on  or  after 
May  9,  1972  must  contain  such  a  state¬ 
ment,  and  will  not  be  processed  until  any 
missing  statements  are  supplied. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-10203  FUed  7-3-72;8:61  am] 

[Dockets  Nos.  19349,  19360;  FCC  72R-178] 

WILLIAM  R.  GASTON  AND  SAND- 

HILL  COMMUNITY  BROADCAST¬ 
ERS,  INC. 

Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order 
Enlarging  Issues 

In  regard  to  applications  of  William  R. 
Gaston,  Southern  Pines,  N.C.,  Docket  No. 
19349,  File  No.  BPH-7380;  The  Sand¬ 
hill  Community  Broadcasters,  Incor¬ 
porated,  Southern  Pines,  N.C.,  Docket 
No.  19350,  Pile  No.  BPH-7444;  for  con¬ 
struction  permits. 

1.  'This  proceeding  involves  the  mu¬ 
tually  exclusive  applications  of  William 
R.  Gaston  (Gaston)  and  The  Sandhill 
Commimity  Broadcasters,  Incorporated 
(Sandhill)  for  a  new  Class  A  PM  broad¬ 
cast  station  at  Southern  Pines,  N.C.  By 
order,  36  P.R.  23,  334,  published  Decem¬ 
ber  8,  1971,  the  Chief  of  the  Broadcast 
Bureau,  acting  under  delegated  author¬ 
ity,  foimd  both  applicants  basically 
qualified  and  designated  their  applica¬ 
tions  for  hearing  on  a  standard  com¬ 
parative  issue  only.  Both  applicants  were 
granted  a  waiver  of  §  73.210(a)  (3)  of 
the  Commission’s  rules  which  would  per¬ 
mit  location  of  the  station’s  main  studio 
outside  the  city  limits  of  Southern  Pines. 
Presently  before  the  Review  Board  is  a 
petition  for  leave  to  amend  application, 
filed  December  16,  1971,  by  Sandhill,* 


»By  order,  FCC  72M-70,  released  Jan.  18, 
1972,  Hearing  Examiner  Herbert  Sharfman 
certified  to  the  Board  the  foregoing  petition 
and  the  following  related  pleadings:  (a)  Op¬ 
position,  filed  Dec.  21,  1971,  by  Oaston;  and 
(b)  comments,  filed  Dec.  28,  1971,  by  the 
Broadcast  Bureau. 
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and  a  motion  to  enlarge  issues,  filed 
December  23,  1971,  by  Gaston,  seeking 
the  addlticm  of  '‘Suburban,’*  concentra¬ 
tion  of  control,  misrepresentation,  non¬ 
disclosure  and  carelessness  Issues  against 
Sandhill.*  The  Board  will  consider  Gas¬ 
ton’s  motion  to  enlarge  first. 

Suburban  Issui 

2.  In  its  application,  as  amended  on 
July  9,  1971,  Sandhill  identified  the  ref¬ 
erence  sources  it  consulted  to  determine 
the  composlticNi  of  the  area  it  proposes 
to  serve,  primarily  Moore  County,  and 
described  that  cotmty  In  terms  of  minor¬ 
ity,  age,  sex,  occupational,  and  religious 
groupings.  Hie  applicant  also  named  the 
two  principals,  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Jack 
Younts,  and  the  Staticm  WEEB  em¬ 
ployees,  Joseph  Kureth  and  Catherine 
Owens,  who  conducted  Its  ascertainment 
interviews.*  Approximately  45  commu¬ 
nity  spokesmen  were  reportedly  con¬ 
tacted  by  means  of  personal  and  tele¬ 
phone  Interviews  and  the  selective  plac¬ 
ing  of  a  questionnaire,  a  copy  of  which  Is 
attached  to  the  Sandhill  application.*  Se¬ 
lective  Interviews  with  an  additional  36 
perstms  and  random  interviews  with  58 
other  persons  were  also  enumerated  by 
the  applicant.  The  persons  contacted  In 
the  selective  and  random  Interviews  were 
Identified  by  name  and  residence, 
whereas  the  45  commimity  spokesmen 
were,  for  the  most  part.  Identified  by 
name,  position,  anf'  residence.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  a  brief  summary  of  the  Information 
elicited  from  the  community  spokesmen 
was  submitted  as  part  of  Sandhill’s  as¬ 
certainment  showing.  A  listing  of  the  34 
Issues  allegedly  cuHed  from  the  various 
interviews  and  the  manner  In  which  the 
applicant  will  treat  these  Issues  through 
Its  pitq^osed  programing  Is  set  forth  in 
Exhibits  6  and  7  of  the  Sandhill  appli¬ 
cation. 

3.  Gaston  argues  that  the  ascertain¬ 
ment  showing  detailed  in  Sandhill’s 
amended  application  does  not  comport 
with  the  standards  set  forth  by  the  Com- 


•  other  pleadings  also  before  the  Board  for 
consideration  are:  (a)  Opposition,  filed  Jan. 
12,  1972,  by  Sandhill;  (b)  conunents,  filed 
Jan.  12,  1972,  by  the  Broadcast  Btireau;  (c) 
reply  to  (a),  filed  Jan.  19,  1972,  by  Oaston; 
(d)  reply  to  (b>,  filed  Jan.  19.  1972,  by  Sand¬ 
hill;  (e)  motion  to  file  supplemental  plead¬ 
ing  and  supplement  to  (c),  filed  Feb.  11, 
1972,  by  Oaston;  and  (f)  opposition  to  (e), 
filed  Feb.  23.  1972,  by  Sandhill. 

■Standard  broadcast  Station  WEEB,  the 
only  extant  broadcast  faculty  In  Southern 
Pines,  N.C.,  Is  owned  by  the  applicant’s  two 
principals,  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Jack  Tounts. 

■The  questionnaire,  after  briefly  Indicat¬ 
ing  Station  WWEB’s  Interest  In  filing  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  an  FM  faculty  in  Southern 
Pines  and  the  general  piirpose  of  the  siu~vey, 
solicited  the  interviewee’s  opinions  as  to 
“what  are  the  most  Important  public  prob¬ 
lems  or  Issues  having  a  direct  bearing  on  the 
well-being  of  the  people  In  this  community." 
’The  interviewee  was  also  requested  to  select 
the  most  Important  of  the  public  issues  he 
mentioned;  to  suggest  bow  this  issue  could 
be  solved;  and  to  comment  upon  bow  this 
and  other  Issues,  such  as  poUutlon,  civic  dis¬ 
agreement,  crime,  driigs,  could  be  solved  by 
broadcast  statkms. 


mission  in  Its  “Primer  on  Ascertainment 
of  Community  Problems  by  Broadcast 
Applicants,’’  27  FCC  2d  650,  21  RR  2d 
1507  (1971).  More  specifically,  Craston 
alleges  that  the  community  leader  survey 
conducted  by  the  applicant  at  a  South¬ 
ern  Pines  Kiwanis  luncheon  meeting  was 
devoid  of  any  perscmal  consultations  with 
those  leaders  in  attendance,  whose  views 
were  elicited  solely  by  means  of  a  printed 
questionnaire,  distributed  and  subse¬ 
quently  collected  at  that  meeting.  In 
support  of  Its  contention  movant  sub¬ 
mits  the  affidavits  of  Justis  Reives,  a 
counselor  at  Sandhill  Community  Col¬ 
lege,  and  Lawrence  M.  Johnson,  an  attor¬ 
ney.  both  of  whom  attended  the  Kiwanis 
luncheon.  Reives  avers  that  while  Jack 
Younts  distributed  the  questionnaires 
and  requested  their  completion,  neither 
Younts  nor  any  associate  personally  dis¬ 
cussed  the  questlminaire  with  him  or,  as 
far  as  he  could  tell,  with  anyone  else  at 
that  meeting.  Similarly.  Johnson  states 
in  his  affidavit  that  no  one  at  the  Kiwanis 
luncheon  engaged  him  in  a  discussion  or 
interview  of  any  kind  relating  to  the 
questionnaire  which  he  completed.*  Gas¬ 
ton  further  alleges  that  the  community 
leader  survey  is  not  reflective  of  the 
community’s  demographic  structure 
since  no  effort  was  apparently  made  by 
Sandhill  to  single  out  and  identify  the 
groups  and  interests  that  would  be 
represented  at  the  Kiwanis  luncheon. 
Movant  also  contends  that  Sandhill’s 
statement  concerning  the  responsiveness 
of  the  proposed  programing  to  the  com- 
mimlty’s  ascertained  needs  and  interests 
lacks  the  specificity  required  by  the 
Commission’s  “Primer.” 

4.  In  opposition.  Sandhill  submits  the 
affidavit  of  its  president.  Jack  Younts, 
who  avers  that  as  a  long-time  member  of 
the  Moore  Coimty  Kiwanis  he  is 
acquainted  with  most  of  the  club’s  mem¬ 
bership;  that  the  membership  includes 
many  of  the  community,  civic,  and  spirit¬ 
ual  leaders  of  Southern  Pines;  and  that 
the  most  effective  way  of  contacting 
these  known  community  spokesmen  was, 
in  his  opinion,  at  one  of  the  club’s 
luncheon  meetings.*  Since  the  question¬ 
naires  were  assertedly  used  “in  conjunc¬ 
tion  with  other  personal  consultations,” 
Sandhill  argues  that  the  applicant  can¬ 
not  be  faulted  “for  susking  a  gathered 
group  of  known  community  leaders  to 
write  rather  than  to  recite  their  respec¬ 
tive  views  of  the  community’s  most 
pressing  need.”  In  the  applicant’s  view, 
the  “Primer”  requires  no^ng  more  than 


*  In  light  of  the  affiant’s  statements,  Gaston 
also  questions  Sandhill’s  candor  with  respect 
to  its  usage  of  the  term  “selective  interviews.” 

*  The  affiant  further  states  that  the  desig¬ 
nation  “selective  interviews’*  refers  to  a  list 
of  community  leaders  whose  responses  in¬ 
dicated  a  sensitivity  to  and  awareness  of  the 
needs  and  problems  of  the  community.  In 
view  of  this  explanation  and  the  fact  that 
sufficient  personal  contact  had  been  msuie 
with  Messrs.  Reives  and  Johnson  to  ascer¬ 
tain  their  views,  the  Board  does  not  believe 
that  a  character  issue  is  warranted  on  this 
basis.  See  BKO  General,  Inc.,  33  FCC  2d 
664,  670-71,  23  BR  2d  930,  936-37  (1972); 
Southern  Broadcasting  Company  (WGHF- 
TV),  31  FCC  2d  661,  22  RR  2d  929  (1971). 


“an  expression  of  the  most  pressing 
community  problem  frmn  each  inter¬ 
viewee.”  Although  Reives  completed  a 
questionnaire.  Younts  states  that  the 
synopsis  of  Reives’  views  was  predicated 
upon  a  conversation  at  the  Kiwimis 
luncheon  in  which  he  heard  Reives  dis- 
cussiog  drug  abuse  as  the  community’s 
most  pressing  need.  Similarly,  the  inclu¬ 
sion  of  Johnstm  in  the  listing  of  selec¬ 
tive  interviews  was  reportedly  based,  not 
upon  Johnson’s  questionnaire,  but  rather 
upon  a  subsequent  conversation  with 
Younts.  With  respect  to  the  responsive¬ 
ness  of  its  programing  proposal.  Sand¬ 
hill  contends  that  since  this  matter  was 
the  subject  of  a  predesignation  inquiry 
fnxn  the  Commission  and  since  the  ap¬ 
plicant’s  showing  as  set  forth  in  Exhibits 
6  and  7  of  Its  amended  application  was 
not  questioned  in  the  instant  designation 
order,  the  Commission  must  have  con¬ 
cluded  that  the  programs  proposed  were 
adequately  related  to  the  community’s 
ascertained  needs.* 

5.  The  Review  Board  will  add  the  re¬ 
quested  “Suburban”  issue.*  Several  de¬ 
ficiencies  in  Sandhill’s  ascertainment 
showing  prevent  a  conclusion  at  this 
time  that  the  applicant  is  aware  of  and 
responsive  to  the  community  needs  of 
the  area  it  seeks  to  serve.  In  its  “Primer” 
(Q.  t  A.  9),  the  Conunission  directed 
applicants  to  submit  “such  data  as  is 
necessary  to  indicate  the  minority,  racial. 


^In  reply,  Oaston  contends  that  BandbUl 
has  not  adequately  answered  the  allegations 
raised  concerning  the  shortcomings  of  Its 
survey  efforts.  Requesting  leave  to  file  a  sup¬ 
plement  to  its  reply  pleading.  Oaston  sub¬ 
mits  an  affidavit  of  Reives,  who  avers  that 
while  Younts  may  have  overheard  the  con¬ 
versation  he  described,  Younts  never  sought 
him  out  to  discuss  Reives’  questionnaire.  In 
addition.  Reives  also  recites  that  Younts  has 
attempted  "to  subject  me  to  pressure”  In 
my  community,  wherein  Yoimts  has  re¬ 
portedly  stated  that  Reives  was  “stirring  up 
trouble.”  By  affidavit,  Oaston  states  that, 
although  Reives  had  Initially  Informed  him 
that  Younts  had  exerted  the  pressure 
through  Reives’  employer.  Reives  later  de¬ 
clined  to  supply  an  affidavit  alluding  to  bis 
employer  or  the  pressure  brought  to  bear 
by  this  Individual.  Oaston  suggests  that 
Younts’  conduct  In  this  regard  and  bis  at¬ 
tempt  to  mislead  the  Commission  concern¬ 
ing  his  survey  efforts  which.  In  Oaston’s 
oplxUon,  Is  readily  apparent  from  the  varl- 
lous  affidavits  before  the  Board,  should  be 
explored  at  the  hearing.  We  disagree.  ’The 
Review  Board  has  examined  the  affiants’ 
various  statements  and  has  not  found  them 
to  be  In  conflict.  See  Note  6,  supra.  Nor  have 
we  discerned  therefrom  an  attempt  by  the 
applicant  to  mislead  the  Commission  con¬ 
cerning  Its  survey  efforts.  With  respect  to 
Younts’  purported  attempt  to  Intimidate 
Reives,  Oaston’s  allegations  lack  the  speci¬ 
ficity  ano  supporting  documentation  neces¬ 
sary  to  warrant  further  consideration  by  the 
Review  Bocu-d  at  this  time.  See  {  1.229(c). 

•’The  fact  that  Sandhill’s  ascertainment 
showing  was  before  the  Commission  at  the 
time  of  designation  does  not  preclude  the 
Board  from  now  considering  the  adequacy 
of  such  showing  since  there  was  no  “thorough 
consideration”  or  “reasoned  analjrsls”  of  this 
matter  In  the  aeslgnatlon  order.  See  Com¬ 
munity  Broadcasters,  Inc.,  33  FCC  2d  714,  23 
RR  2d  723  (1972);  South  Carolina  Educa- 
tlonal  Television  Commission  (WTTV),  20 
FCC  2d  342,  17  RR  2d  772  (1969) . 
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or  ethnic  breakdown  of  the  community, 
its  economic  activities,  governmental  ac¬ 
tivities.  public  service  organizations,  and 
any  other  factor  or  activities  that  make 
the  particular  community  distinctive". 
See  "North  American  Broadcasting  Co„ 
Inc.,”  30  FCC  2d  806,  22  RR  2d  508 
(1971).  The  appUcant  has  not  complied 
with  this  directive.  The  information  set 
forth  in  Sandhill’s  amended  application 
does  not  relate,  as  required,  to  South¬ 
ern  Pines  the  proposed  community  of 
license;  rather  it  mainly  describes 
the  composition  of  the  area  Sandhill 
proposes  to  principsdly  serve — ^Moore 
County,  N.C.*  Since  Sandhill  has  failed 
to  submit  a  profile  of  its  commimity,  the 
Review  Board  is  not  able  to  determine 
that  the  spokesmen  of  the  various 
groups  contacted  by  the  applicant  con¬ 
stitute  a  representative  cross-section  of 
Southern  Pines.  See  “Primer,”  Q.  &  A. 
10;  and  “North  Texas  Enterprises,  In¬ 
corporated.”  FCC  72-197,  37  FJl.  5316, 
published  March  12,  1972;  “Fajardo 
Broadcasting  Corporation,”  FCC  72-11, 
37  F.R.  628,  published  January  14,  1972. 
Another  apparent  shortcoming  in  the 
applicant’s  ascertainment  efforts  In¬ 
volves  its  use  of  a  questionnaire  in  con¬ 
ducting  its  community  leader  siu^ey. 
While  a  questionnaire  may  serve  as  “a 
useful  guide  for  consultations  with  com¬ 
munity  leaders”,  it  appears  that  Sand¬ 
hill  may  have  improperly  used  its  ques¬ 
tionnaire  as  a  substitute  for  personal 
consultations  with  the  community  lead¬ 
ers  who  attended  the  Kiwanis  limcheon. 
Such  use  would  be  incompatible  with  the 
imderlying  purpose  of  the  “Primer.”  As 
stated  by  the  Commission,  “the  Primer 
contemplates  a  person-to-person  dia¬ 
logue  between  the  decision-making  per¬ 
sonnel  of  the  (applicant)  and  the 
community  leader  being  Interviewed”. 
“Fisher’s  Blend  Station,  Inc.,”  30  FCC 
2d  37,  21  RR  2d  1220  (1971).  Also  see 
paragraphs  33,  37,  and  47  of  the  “Report 
and  Order”  adopting  the  “Primer,”  27 
FCC  2d  at  633-66,  669,  21  RR  2d  at  1521- 
24.  1527-28.  When  that  dialogue  is  frus¬ 
trated  or  inhibited  with  the  result  that 
the  community  leader  is  not  able  to  fully 
present  his  opinions  of  community  prob¬ 
lems  or  the  applicant  does  not  have  the 
opportunity  to  question  the  commimity 
leader  with  respect  to  his  expressed 
views,  a  serious  question  is  raised  con¬ 
cerning  reliance  upon  the  survey  meth(xl. 
See  "Southern  California  Broadcasting 
Association,  Inc.,”  30  FCC  2d  705,  22  RR 
2d  385  (1971).  Since  Sandhill  has  not 
detailed  the  method  by  which  each  listed 
community  leader  was  surveyed,  the 
significance  of  the  applicant’s  use  of  a 
questionnaire  in  its  community  leader 


*  Aside  from  a  brief  description  of  the  com¬ 
munity’s  summer  recreational  program,  the 
material  submitted  by  the  applicant  does  not 
particularize  the  distinguishing  characteris¬ 
tics  of  Southern  Pines. 


survey  cannot  now  be  assessed.'**  Sand¬ 
hill’s  showing  of  the  programs  proposed 
in  response  to  the  ascertained  needs  and 
Interests  is  also  deficient.  A  total  of  34 
separate  needs  and  problems  are  listed 
by  Sandhill  in  its  application.  However, 
only  a  marginal  attempt  in  exhibit  6  of 
the  Sandhill  amended  application  has 
been  made  to  comply  with  the  "Primer” 
(Q.  &  A.  29),  which  seeks  “the  descrip¬ 
tion  and  anticipated  time  segment,  dura¬ 
tion  and  frequency  of  broadcast  of  the 
program  or  program  series,  and  the 
community  problem  or  problems  which 
are  to  be  treated  by  it”.  See  “Salem 
Broadcasting  Co.,  Inc.,”  33  FCC  2d  672 
(1972) ;  “Cosmos  Broadcasting  Corpora¬ 
tion  (WSFA-TV),”  31  FCC  2d  200,  22 
RR  2d  723  (1971).  In  its  July  9,  1971 
amendment.  Sandhill  concedes  that  ex¬ 
hibit  7  does  not  explicitly  correlate  the 
listed  programs  with  any  particular  as¬ 
certained  need  and  states  its  Intention 
to  utilize  the  public  affairs  and  news 
programs  listed  therein  “as  vehicles  for 
exposure  of  the  needs  (previously)  de¬ 
scribed”.  This  vague  and  general  state¬ 
ment  is  clearly  insufficient,  and  raises  a 
serious  question  regarding  the  respon¬ 
siveness  of  the  proposed  programing  to 
the  community’s  ascertained  needs  as 
evaluated.  See  "Middle  (Seorgia  Broad¬ 
casting  Co.,”  30  FCC  2d  796,  22  RR  2d 
524  (1971) ;  “Albert  L.  Crain,”  28  FCC  2d 
381,  21  RR  2d  607  (1971).  In  view  of  the 
foregoing,  the  Review  Board  will  specify 
a  “Suburban”  issue  as  to  Sandhill. 

<  Concentration  of  Control  Issue 

6.  Gastcm  seeks  the  inclusion  of  a  hear¬ 
ing  issue  to  ascertain  whether  a  grant  of 
the  Sandhill  aiH>licati(m  would  cause  “sin 
undue  concentration  of  ccmtrol  of  local 
mass  media  in  Southern  Pines  and  its  en¬ 
virons  within  the  meaning  of  S  73.240  of 
the  Commission’s  rules”.  In  support 
thereof  movant  contends  that  Station 
WEEB,  which,  as  noted,  is  owned  by 
SandhUl,  is  the  CHily  existing  broadcast 
facility  in  Southern  Pines,  a  community 
of  approximately  5,100  perscois; "  that 
Station  WEEB  serves  as  the  only  local 
station  for  several  nearby  North  Carolina 
commimities;  and  that  Jack  Younts, 
Sandhill’s  chief  corporate  officer  and 


x*  The  applicant’s  submissions  with  respect 
to  Its  consultations  with  community  leaders 
and  members  of  the  general  public  also  suffer 
from  a  lack  of  i^eciflcity  concerning  the  tim¬ 
ing  of  these  consultations  (Primer,  Q.  and  A. 
15)  and  the  identification  of  the  specific  in¬ 
terviewer.  In  the  latter  regard,  the  Board 
notes  that  only  principals  and  management- 
level  employees  who  have  an  effective  voice  in 
the  decisionmaking  process  of  the  applicant 
can  be  used  to  consult  with  community 
leaders  (Primer,  Q.  and  A.  11(a) ).  Since  Miss 
Owen’s  position  as  Station  WEEB's  traffic 
manager  does  not  suggest  the  necessary  re¬ 
sponsibility,  peurticlpatlon  by  her  in  the  {q>- 
plicant’s  community  leader  survey  may  re- 
fiect  upon  the  adequacy  of  this  survey.  See 
Southern  Broadcasting  Company  (WOHP- 
lY),  supra. 

u  Allegedly,  no  local  dally  newspaper  is 
published  in  the  Southern  Pines  area.  One 
weekly  newspaper.  The  Pilot,  is  published  in 
Southern  Pines  with  Aberdeen,  a  nearby 
North  Carc^ina  community,  also  having  its 
own  weekly  newspaper.  Tbe  size  and  circula¬ 
tion  of  these  newspapers  are  not  set  forth. 


majority  stockholder,  is  the  vice  presi¬ 
dent.  director  and  15  percent  stockholder 
in  Swdhill  Community  Antenna  Corp. 
(SCAC) ,  which  holds  CATV  franchises  in 
Southern  Pines  and  Aberdeen  and  which 
is  seeking  a  CA’TV  franchise  in  Pinehurst, 
N.C.  Under  these  circumstances,  Gaston 
urges  the  additicm  of  the  requested  issue 
to  permit  an  assessment  of  the  impact 
which  the  Sandhill  proposal  will  have 
upcm  the  diversity  of  ccmtrol  of  the  mass 
media  in  and  around  Southern  Pines. 

7.  Both  the  Broadcast  Bureau  and 
Sandhill  oppose  the  addition  of  a  po¬ 
tentially  disqualifying  concentration  of 
control  issue,  pointing  out  that  §  73.240 
deals  with  the  “multiple”  ownership  of 
FM  facilities;  that  Sandhill  is  appljdng 
for  its  first  FM  facility;  and  that  the 
diversity  of  control  of  the  mass  media  can 
be  assessed  under  the  standard  compara¬ 
tive  issue.  In  addition.  Sandhill  maintains 
that  the  cases  cited  by  Gaston,  “Frontier 
Broadcasting  Company”,  21  FCC  2d  570, 
18  RR  2d  521  (1970)  and  “Lee  Enter¬ 
prises,  Inc.,”  18  FCC  2d  684, 16  RR  2d  904 
(1969),  are  factually  distinct  from  the 
instant  situation  and  offer  no  support  for 
movant’s  request.  According  to  Sandhill, 
the  “Frontier”  case  involved  a  renewal 
applicant,  which  not  cnily  owned  the  only 
television  station,  the  only  AM  station, 
and  one  of  the  two  FM  stations  in  Chey¬ 
enne,  Wyo.,  but  also,  through  its  princi¬ 
pals,  owned  and  operated  a  Cheyenne 
CATV  system,  controlled  the  company 
that  published  the  city’s  only  morning, 
afternoon,  and  Sunday  newspapers,  and 
had  ownership  interests  in  several  other 
Wyoming  newspapers  and  broadcast 
facilities.  In  SandhUl’s  view,  the  specifi¬ 
cation  of  the  concentrati(m  of  control 
issue  in  the  “Lee”  case  was  premised  upon 
the  extensive  regional  newsi>aper  and 
broadcast  ownership  interests  of  the  FM 
applicant.'* 

8.  Gaston’s  request  for  a  concentra¬ 
tion  of  control  issue  will  be  denied.  Rule 
73.240(a)(2),  as  pointed  out  in  the  op¬ 
positions,  in  no  way  inhibits  the  acquisi¬ 
tion  by  a  daytime-only  AM  licensee  of  a 
FM  station  in  the  same  community.**  This 


In  reply,  Oaston  argues  that  the  requested 
issue  is  required  since  SandhUl  has  not 
shown  the  existence  of  any  diverse  sources 
of  local  Information  within  Its  proposed  serv¬ 
ice  area.  In  view  of  the  Commission’s  recent 
Interest  In  considering  AM  and  FM  as  Inte¬ 
gral  parts  of  a  total  aural  service.  Oaston 
further  submits  that  S  73.240  should  now  be 
applied  whenever  the  addition  of  an  FM 
faculty  may  result  In  a  concentration  of 
control. 

“Notwithstanding  the  Commission’s  con¬ 
tinuing  concern  with  the  relationship  be¬ 
tween  the  AM  and  FM  services,  there  is 
presently  no  existing  or  proposed  proscrip¬ 
tion  of  Joint  AM-FM  ownership  In  the  same 
market.  See  Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order 
(Docket  No.  18110)  relating  to  the  multiple 
ownership  of  standard,  FM  and  television 
broadcast  stations.  28  FCC  2d  662,  671-72,  21 
RR  2d  1561,  1561-62  (1971) .  In  the  same  vein, 
the  Commission  has  not  proposed  rules  pro¬ 
hibiting  the  multiple  ownership  of  radio 
broadcast  stations  and  CATV  systems.  See 
notice  of  proposed  nUe  making  and  of  In¬ 
quiry  (Docket  No.  18891)  relating  to  the 
diversification  of  control  of  community  an¬ 
tenna  television  systems,  23  FCC  2d  833 
(1970). 
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is  not  to  say,  however,  that  an  appropriate 
issue  cannot  be  framed  if  a  serious  ques¬ 
tion  is  raised  concerning  an  undue  con¬ 
centration  of  control  of  the  local  com- 
mimlcations  media.  See  “WHBL,  Inc.”, 
15  FCC  2d  111  (1968) ;  “American  Televi¬ 
sion  Company,  Inc.”,  FCC  67-1210,  32 
F.R.  15771,  released  November  13,  1967, 
reconsideration  denied  12  FCC  2d  518, 13 
RR  2d  451  (1968).  Nevertheless,  stand¬ 
ing  alone,  movant’s  recitation  of  Jack 
Yoimts’  broadcast  and  CATV  interests 
in  and  around  Southern  Pines  does  not 
raise  such  a  question.  See  “WTAR  Ra- 
dio-TV  Corp.  (WTAR-TV)”,  31  FCC  2d 
812,  19  RR  2d  661  (1970),  review  denied 
FCC  70-1251,  released  December  7,  1970; 
“Stamps  Radio  Broadcasting  Company", 
11  FCC  2d  48, 11  RR  2d  1008  (1967) ;  and 
“Skylark  Corp.”,  FCC  64R-373,  3  RR  2d 
566  (1964).  Rather  than  indicating  the 
radio  and  television  reception  services 
which  it  concedes  might  be  available  from 
other  markets,  Gaston  has  attempted  by 
surmise  and  inference  to  show  the  lack 
of  competing  communications  media  in 
the  Southern  Pines  area.'*  Movant  has 
also  failed  to  offer  any  factual  data  c(hi- 
cerning  the  size,  extent  and  location  of 
the  common  service  areas,  the  number  of 
people  served,  or  the  extent  of  other  com¬ 
munications  media  available  to  the  area 
and  people  in  question.  As  the  proponent 
of  the  requested  issue,  Gaston  is  required 
under  !  1.229(c)  to  present  sufBcient 
factual  allegations  to  support  its  request. 
In  view  of  the  foregoing,  however,  the 
Board  finds  Gaston’s  allegaticms  insuf¬ 
ficient  to  warrant  the  addition  of  a  con¬ 
centration  of  control  issue.  See  “Media, 
Inc.,  supra”;  “National  Broadcasting 
Company,  Inc.  (KNBC)”,  21  FCC  2d  195, 
18  RR  2d  74  (1970),  reversed  in  part  on 
other  groimds  FCC  70-691,  released 
July  7,  1970.  We  note,  however,  that 
Sandhill’s  media  interests  may  be  con¬ 
sidered  imder  the  diversification  criteria 
of  the  standard  comparative  issue. 

Misrepresentation,  Nondisclosure  and 
Carelessness  Issues 

9.  The  character  issues  requested  by 
Gaston  principally  stem  from  Sandhill’s 
failure  to  fully  disclose  in  its  application 
Jack  Younts’  connection  with  Sandhill 
Community  Antenna  Corp.  (SCAC)  and 
that  corporation’s  interests  in  CA’TV 
franchises  for  Southern  Pines  and  Aber¬ 
deen  and  a  CATV  franchise  application 
for  Pinehurst.  See  note  6,  supra.  In  re¬ 
sponse  to  Table  n,  “Business  and  Finan¬ 
cial  Interests”,  section  n  of  its  applica¬ 
tion,  Sandhill  reports  that  from  1965  to 
1970,  Younts  had  a  50  percent  ownership 
interest  in  SCAC.  Gaston  argues  that  a 
nondisclosure  or  misrepresentation  issue 
Is  warranted  since  the  Sandhill  applica¬ 
tion  did  not  reveal  the  following  infor¬ 
mation;  That  during  this  5-year  period 


'*For  example,  Oaston  states  in  Its  reply 
pleading  that  the  Introduction  of  CATV  in 
the  Southern  Pines  area  emphasizes  that  an 
area’s  remoteness  from  a  broadcast  reception 
standpoint.  However,  the  mere  fact  that  an 
area  is  rurai  does  not  adequately  support  a 
request  for  a  concentration  of  control  issue. 
See  Media,  Inc.,  22  FCC  2d  875, 18  RR  2d  1175 
(1970). 


Younts  was  also  a  vice  president  and  di¬ 
rector  of  SCAC;  that  Younts  has  main¬ 
tained  his  official  relationship  with  SCAC 
from  1970  to  the  present,  while  reducing 
his  ownership  Interest  to  15  percent;  and 
that  SCAC  holds  two  CA’TV  franchises 
(and  is  seeking  a  third)  for  several  com¬ 
munities  in  the  Southern  Pines  area.” 
’These  omissions,  in  movant’s  view,  are 
significant  insofar  as  they  relate  to  the 
concentration  of  control  question  and 
Sandhill’s  comparative  position  in  this 
proceeding.”  Even  if  a  nondisclosure  or 
misrepresentation  Issue  is  not  specified, 
Gaston  further  submits  that  the  appli¬ 
cant’s  failure  to  disclose  the  full  intent 
of  Younts’  interest  in  SCAC,  when  con¬ 
sidered  in  light  of  the  clear  instructions 
set  forth  in  Table  n  of  the  application, 
indicates  carelessness  and  sloppiness  of 
such  magnitude  as  to  require  the  addition 
of  an  issue  in  this  regard. 

10.  Sandhill  opposes  the  inclusion  of  a 
character  issue,  arguing  that  Yoimts’ 
sworn  statement  of  inadvertence  has  not 
been  controverted  by  movant  and  that 
the  initial  omission  could  hardly  have 
been  willful,  as  suggested  by  Gaston,  in 
light  of  the  applicant’s  disclosure  of 
Younts’  mistake  prior  to  the  submission 
of  the  instant  motion."  Since  Younts’ 
CATV  interests  were  assertedly  a  matter 
of  public  knowledge  in  the  Southern 
Pines  area.  Sandhill  further  contends 
that  the  principal  would  not  have  been 
so  foolhardy  as  to  attempt  to  conceal 
them  from  Gaston.  Sandhill  concedes 
that  Yoimts,  an  experienced  broadcaster, 
should  have  fully  reported  his  involve¬ 
ment  with  CATV ;  however,  this  omission 
does  not,  m  the  applicant’s  view,  mdicate 
a  deliberate  attempt  to  conceal  this  in¬ 
formation.  According  to  Sandhill,  the 


“The  omitted  Information  was  first  set 
forth  by  Sandhill  In  a  Dec.  16,  1971  amend¬ 
ment  to  Its  application.  See  paragraph  12, 
Infra.  The  amendment  further  refiected  that 
prior  to  December,  1966,  Younts  was  a  vice 
president,  director  and  20  percent  stockholder 
In  Rocklngham-Hamlet  Cablevlslon,  Inc.,  a 
CATV  franchise -holder  In  Rockingham  and 
Hamlet,  N.C.  Tendered  with  the  amendment 
Is  an  afSdavlt  of  Jack  Younts,  who  avers  that 
he  misunderstood  the  instructions  to  Table 
II  and  Inadvertently  failed  to  set  forth  his 
official  relationship  with  the  above  CATV 
corporation  and  that  his  error  was  not  dis¬ 
covered  until  a  Dec.  16,  1971  conversation 
with  counsel. 

“Oaston  also  questions  why  Younts  did 
not  disclose  his  CATV  connections  to  counsel 
until  nearly  8  months  after  the  filing  of  the 
Sandhill  application  on  Apr.  6,  1971.  In  the 
same  vein,  the  Broadcast  Bureau  cannot  ac¬ 
cept  the  explanation  proffered  by  Younts, 
an  experienced  broadcaster,  who  was  at  all 
times  represented  by  counsel.  According  to 
the  Bureau,  a  failure  to  disclose  Issue 
under  {  1.614  and  a  misrepresentation  Issue 
appear  warranted. 

“On  Jan.  19,  1972,  Sandhill  submitted 
a  reply  to  the  Bureau's  comments,  which  had 
been  directed  to  Gaston’s  motion  to  enlarge. 
Sandhill’s  response  is  not  authorized  by 
S  1.294;  however,  the  Bocuxl  will  accept  and 
consider  this  unopposed  pleading  in  view  of 
the  seriousness  of  the  requested  Issues,  which 
relate  to  a  possible  willful  concealment  of 
material  matters  from  the  Commission.  See 
note  7,  “supra;  and  Ellm  Bible  Institute, 
Inc.,”  10  F(X1  2d  632,  11  RR  2d  761  (1967). 


omission  caused  neither  benefit  nor  det¬ 
riment  to  any  party  and  a  hearing  in¬ 
quiry  in  this  regard  would  be  an 
unnecessary  and  useless  expenditure  of 
Commission  time.  Similarly,  Sandhill 
submits  that  the  inclusion  of  a  careless¬ 
ness  issue  premised  upon  this  matter 
would  be  inappropriate.” 

11.  Table  n,  section  II,  of  FIX!  Form 
301  requires  that  an  applicant  disclose, 
not  only  the  principal  occupations  and 
businesses  in  which  each  principal  or 
director  is  engaged,  but  also  “any  other 
business  or  financial  enterprise  in  which 
such  party  has  now  or  within  the  past  5 
years  has  had  either  a  25  percent  or 
greater  interest  or  any  official  relation¬ 
ship.”  With  respect  to  the  listed  busi¬ 
nesses,  the  firm  name,  principal  place  of 
business,  and  a  description  of  the  nature 
of  the  listed  business  and  the  extent  and 
nature  of  the  party’s  interest,  official  re¬ 
lationship,  or  association  therewith  is 
also  specifically  called  for  by  the  Com¬ 
mission.  The  Review  Board  believes  that 
Sandhill’s  failure  to  initially  disclose  in 
its  application  the  full  extent  of  Younts’ 
involvement  with  SCAC  and  the  latter’s 
possession  of  CATV  franchises  for  South¬ 
ern  Pines  and  Aberdeen  require  the  addi¬ 
tion  of  an  issue  regarding  compliance 
with  §  1.514.”  See  “Media,  Inc.,”  25  FCC 
2d  625,  20  RR  2d  146  (1970);  “Martin 
Lake  Broadcasting  Co.,”  28  FCC  2d  56,  21 
RR  2d  475  (1971).  As  the  Board  recently 
noted  in  “Lake  Erie  Broadcasting  Com¬ 
pany.”  34  FCC  2d  354,  24  RR  2d  64  (1972) . 
an  applicant’s  interest  in  CATV  fran¬ 
chises  clearly  represent  an  interest  in  an 
existing  media  of  mass  communications, 
and  such  interests  should  be  reported, 
especially  when  the  proceeding  is  com¬ 
parative  in  nature.  Since  the  applicant 
was  also  remiss  in  apprising  the  Com¬ 
mission  of  SCAC’s  filing  of  a  CATV  fran¬ 
chise  for  Pinehurst  and  since  the  Board 
is  not  able  to  ascertain  from  the  plead¬ 
ings  before  it  whether  this  event  occurred 
prior  or  subsequent  to  the  submission  of 
the  Sandhill  application  on  April  7,  1971, 
the  issue  specified  will  permit  an  explo¬ 
ration  of  a  p>ossible  violation  of  §  1.65. 
See  “Lake  Erie  Broadcasting  Company,” 
supra;  and  “Alvin  L.  Komgold,”  31  FCC 
2d  39,  22  RR  2d  661  (1971).  However,  a 
separate  misrepresentation  issue,  based 
upon  the  aforementioned  omissions,  is 
not  warranted.  In  any  event,  the  question 
of  intent,  together  with  other  surround¬ 
ing  circumstances,  may  be  examined  im¬ 
der  the  character  issue  being  specified 
herein.  See  “Southern  Broadcasting 
Company  ( WGHP-TV) FCC  72R-73,  23 
RR  2d  1197,  released  March  22, 1972.  The 
Review  Board  will  however,  deny  the  re¬ 
quest  for  a  carelessness  issue  since  Gas¬ 
ton’s  allegations  do  not  demonstrate  a 


“Arguing  that  complete  disclosure  Is  par¬ 
ticularly  expected  of  experienced  broad¬ 
casters  and  reiterating  the  significance  of 
the  emission  In  the  Instant  proceeding,  Oas¬ 
ton  In  reply  urges  the  Board  to  add  the  re¬ 
quested  character  Issues. 

“In  pertinent  part,  subsection  (a)  of  the 
rule  requires  that:  “Each  application  shaU 
Include  aU  Information  call^  for  by  the 
particular  form  on  which  the  application  Is 
required  to  be  filed.” 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  37,  NO.  129— TUESDAY,  JULY  4,  1972 


13212 


NOTICES 


pattern  of  carelessness,  inadvertence,  or 
indifference  to  the  Commission's  rules 
and  an  issue  has  already  been  included 
as  to  the  completeness  and  continued  ac¬ 
curacy  of  the  Sandhill  application.  See 
“Tung  Broadcasting  Company,”  PCC  72 
Rr-62,  23  RR  2d  1185,  released  March  13, 
1972;  “Media,  Inc.,”  22  PCC  2d  886,  19 
RR2d2  (1970). 

Petition  To  Amend 

12.  Sandhill’s  petition  to  amend  and 
related  pleadings  (See  Note  1,  siyira) 
were  certified  to  the  Board  by  the  Hear¬ 
ing  Examiner  because  the  tendered 
amendment  sought  to  supply  the  omitted 
information  concerning  Jack  Yoimts’ 
CATV  interests  and  because  the  Exami¬ 
ner  believed  that  correction  of  the  alleged 
mistake  might  somehow  prejudice  Gas¬ 
ton's  request  for  the  addition  of  a  non¬ 
disclosure  or  misrepresentation  issue  con¬ 
cerning  this  matter.  No  substantive  ob¬ 
jection  is  raised  as  to  the  acceptance  of 
the  amendment;  in  its  pleading,  Gaston 
requested  the  Hearing  Examiner  to  defer 
ruling  upon  the  Sandhill  amendment 
until  the  Review  Board  had  an  opportu¬ 
nity  to  consider  the  instant  motion  to 
enlarge.  Since  we  have  resolved  Gaston’s 
motion  in  this  document,  no  opposition 
to  the  proposed  amendment  remains,” 
and  the  Review  Board  is  of  the  opinion 
that  good  cause  having  been  demon¬ 
strated  by  Sandhill,  acceptance  of  Its 
amendment  is  warranted.  In  this  regard, 
the  Board  notes  that  the  amendment 
seeks  to  supply  information  called  for  by 
the  application;  that  tlie  orderly  conduct 
of  the  hearing  will  not  be  disrupted  by 
acceptance  of  the  amendment,  which 
will  not  necessitate  additional  hearings 
which  otherwise  would  not  have  to  be 
held;  and  the  other  parties  herein  will 
not  be  unfairly  prejudiced,  nor  will  Sand¬ 
hill  gain  a  comparative  advantage  by 
virtue  of  the  amendment.  See  “Click 
Broadcasting  Co.,”  25  FCC  2d  511,  20  RR 
2d  150(1970). 

13.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That  the 
petition  for  leave  to  amend  application, 
filed  December  16,  1971,  by  The  Sand¬ 
hill  Community  Broadcasters,  Incorpo¬ 
rated,  is  granted  and  the  attached 
amendment  is  SM^cepted;  smd 

14.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  mo¬ 
tion  for  leave  to  file  supplemental  plead¬ 
ing,  filed  February  11,  1972,  by  William 
R.  Gaston,  is  granted  and  the  tendered 
supplement  is  accepted;  and  that  the 
motion  to  enlarge  issues,  filed  Decem¬ 
ber  23,  1971,  by  William  R.  Gaston,  is 
granted  to  the  extent  that  the  issues 
in  this  proceeding  are  enlarged  as  fol¬ 
lows,  and  is  denied  in  all  other  respects; 

To  determine  the  efforts  made  by  The 
Sandhill  Community  Broadcasters,  In¬ 
corporated,  to  ascertain  the  community 
needs  and  interests  of  the  area  to  be 
served  by  its  proposed  station  and  the 
means  by  which  the  applicant  proposes 


Gaston  also  asked  the  Examiner  to  per¬ 
mit  it  to  defer  its  response  to  the  petition  to 
amend;  however,  since  Gaston  has  not  at¬ 
tempted  to  add  to  its  oi^x»ition  pleading 
after  the  certification  of  this  matter  to  the 
Board,  we  will  consider  the  referred  plead¬ 
ings  as  complete. 


to  meet  those  needs  and  interests;  and 

To  determine  whether  The  Sandhill 
Community  Broadcasters,  Incorporated, 
has  failed  to  comply  with  the  provisions 
of  §§  1.514(a)  and  1.65  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and,  if  so,  to  determine  the 
effect  of  such  noncompliance  upon  the 
applicant’s  basic  or  comparative  quali¬ 
fications  to  be  a  Commission  licensee; 
and 

15.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the 
burdens  of  proceeding  with  the  intro¬ 
duction  of  evidence  and  proof  under  the 
first  added  issue  herein  shall  be  on  The 
Sandhill  Community  Broadcasters,  In¬ 
corporated,  whereas  the  burden  of  pro¬ 
ceeding  with  the  introduction  of  evi¬ 
dence  imder  the  other  added  issue  shall 
be  on  William  R.  Gaston  and  the  bur¬ 
den  of  proof  under  that  issue  shall  be 
on  The  Sandhill  Community  Broadcast¬ 
ers,  Incorporated, 

Adopted:  June  23,  1972. 

Released:  June  27,  1972. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission,” 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary, 

[FR  Doc.72-10202  Filed  7-3-72:8:49  am] 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  CP72-1701 

COLORADO  INTERSTATE  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Petition  To  Amend 

June  28,  1972. 

Take  notice  that  on  Jime  9, 1972,  Colo¬ 
rado  Interstate  Gas  Co.,  a  division  of 
Colorado  Interstate  Corp.  (petitioner), 
Post  Office  Box  1087,  Colorado  Springs, 
CO  80901,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP72-170  a 
petition  to  amend  the  order  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  heretofore  issued  in  said  docket 
on  May  24,  1972  (47  FPC _ ),  pur¬ 

suant  to  section  7(c)  of  Uie  Natural  Gas 
Act  by  authorizing  the  substitution  of 
certain  natural  gas  facilities  for  the 
presently  authorized  facilities,  all  as 
more  fully  set  forth  in  the  petition  to 
amend  which  is  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  open  to  public  inspection. 

By  the  order  of  May  24, 1972,  petitioner 
is  authorized  to  construct  and  operate 
under  Phase  I  of  said  docket  21.2  miles  of 
20-inch  pipeline  loop  at  the  north  end  of 
its  existing  16-inch  pipeline  from  the 
Fort  Morgan  Storage  Field  to  the  main 
transmission  system  at  Watkins  Junc¬ 
tion,  near  Denver,  Colo.,  and  three  1,100 
horsepower  gas  turbine  centrifugal  com¬ 
pressor  units  at  its  existing  Mocane 
Compressor  Station  in  Beaver  County, 
Okla.  Petitioner  now  seeks  authoriza¬ 
tion  to  substitute  19.6  miles  of  24-inch 
pipeline  loop  at  the  south  end  of  the  16- 
inch  Fort  Morgan-to-Watkins  mainline 
and  two  3,300  horsepower  gas  turbine 
centrifugal  compressor  imits  at  the 
Mocane  Compressor  Station  for  the 
presently  certificated  facilities. 

Petitioner  states  that  a  recent  study 
indicates  that  the  ultimate  economic 


■  Board  Member  Pincock  absent. 


capacity  of  the  Fort  Morgan  Storage 
Field  can  be  achieved  with  a  24-inch 
pipeline  loop  the  full  distance  from  Fort 
Morgan  to  Watkins.  Petitioner  asserts 
that  a  full  24-lnch  loop  will  provide 
41,000,000  Mcf  of  natural  gas  per  day 
more  peak  day  capacity  than  a  full 
20-inch  loop  with  an  estimated  total 
heating  season  withdrawal  volume  of 
8,000,000,000  Mcf  of  natural  gas  from 
the  storage  field.  Petitioner  states  that 
it  proposes  to  construct  the  initial 
section  of  loop  at  the  south  end  and 
of  the  Port  Morgan  to  Watkins  pipeline 
since  transient  flow  studies  indicate  that 
the  placement  of  the  loop  at  that  end 
of  the  line  will  result  in  higher  average 
pressures  at  the  downstream  end  (Wat¬ 
kins)  than  would  the  same  amount  of 
loop  at  the  north  end  of  the  mainline. 
Also,  Petitioner  states  that  because  of 
the  greater  “line  pack”  at  the  southern 
end  of  the  line  this  arrangement  will 
result  in  less  hourly  fluctuation  in  the 
withdrawal  volumes  at  Fort  Morgan  to 
meet  the  required  volumes  at  Watkins. 
Petitioner  further  states  that  a  study 
conducted  after  bids  were  obtained  from 
manufacturers  revealed  that,  in  spite  of 
the  higher  initial  cost  for  the  first  two 
3,300  horsepower  units  Instead  of  three 
1,100  horsepower  units,  the  ultimate 
number  of  larger  units  will  prove  more 
economical  over  the  long  term. 

Petitioner  states  that  the  substitution 
of  the  proposed  facilities  for  those  prev¬ 
iously  autoorized  will  result  in  an  in¬ 
creased  initial  investment  of  $821,853. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
petition  to  amend  should  on  or  before 
July  17, 1972,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  Intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CTR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  witii 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by  it 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to 
a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  Intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-10192  PUed  7-3-72;8:48  am] 


[Docket  No.  CI72-856] 

ROY  H.  CULLEN,  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Application 

June  29,  1972. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  26, 1972,  Roy 
H.  Cullen  et  al.  (applicants) ,  500  Jeffer¬ 
son  Building,  Houston,  Tex.  77002,  filed 
in  Docket  No.  CI72-856  an  application 
pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  authorizing  the 
sale  for  resale  and  delivery  of  natural 
gas  in  interstate  commerce  to  Trunkline 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  37,  NO.  129— TUESDAY,  JULY  4,  1972 


/ 


Gas  Co.  from  the  West  Deer  Island  Field 
Area,  Terrebonne  Parish,  La.,  all  as  more 
fully  set  forth  in  the  application  which 
is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open 
to  public  inspection. 

Applicants  propose  to  sell  approxi¬ 
mately  450,000  Mcf  of  gas  per  month  for 
up  to  6  months  commencing  July  1, 1972, 
at  the  rate  of  35  cents  per  Mcf  at  15.025 
p.s.i.a.  within  the  contemplation  of  §  2.70 
of  the  Commission’s  general  policy  and 
interpretations  (18  CFR  2.70) . 

It  appears  reasonable  and  consistent 
with  the  public  interest  in  this  case  to 
prescribe  a  period  shorter  than  15  days 
for  the  filing  of  protests  and  petitions  to 
intervene.  Therefore,  any  person  desir¬ 
ing  to  be  heard  or  to  make  any  protest 
with  reference  to  said  application  should 
on  or  before  July  10,  1972,  file  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426„  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10). 
All  protests  filed  with  the  Commission 
will  be  considered  by  it  in  determining 
the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but 
will  not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a  proceed¬ 
ing  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in  any 
hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  Jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  by  sections  7  and 
15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  proce¬ 
dure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without  fur¬ 
ther  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant  of 
the  certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or 
if  the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is  re¬ 
quired,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  imless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  applicants  to  app>ear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing, 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.72-10191  Filed  7-3-72;8:48  am] 


[Project  No.  2563,  North  Carolina] 

DUKE  POWER  CO. 

Notice  of  Availability  of  Environ¬ 
mental  Statement  for  Inspection 

June  29,  1972. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  April  18, 
1972,  as  required  by  §  2.81(b)  of  Commis¬ 
sion  regulations  under  Order  415-B  (36 
F.R.  22738,  November  30,  1971)  a  draft 
environmental  statement  containing  in¬ 
formation  comparable  to  an  agency  draft 
statement  pursuant  to  section  7  of  the 
Guidelines  of  the  Coimcil  on  Environ- 
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mental  Quality  (36  P.R.  7724,  April  23, 
1971)  was  placed  in  the  public  files  of  the 
Federal  Power  Commission.  ’This  state¬ 
ment  deals  with  an  application  for  major 
license  filed  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Power  Act  for  constructed  Green  River 
Project  No.  2563. 

This  statement  is  available  for  public 
inspection  in  the  Commission’s  Office  of 
Public  Information,  Room  2523,  General 
Accounting  Office,  441  G  Street  NW., 
Washington,  DC.  Copies  will  be  avail¬ 
able  from  the  National  Technical  Infor¬ 
mation  Service,  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce,  Springfield,  Va.  22151. 

This  statement  discusses  the  environ¬ 
mental  impact  of  Green  River  Project 
located  in  the  vicinity  of  Hendersonville, 
N.C.,  and  in  Tyron,  Henderson,  and  Polk 
Counties,  N.C.  ’The  project  consists  of  the 
"Tuxedo  and  "rumer  developments.  The 
"Tuxedo  development  consists  of  a  con¬ 
crete  arch  dam;  a  reservoir  with  storage 
capacity  of  about  13,200  acre  feet;  a  pen¬ 
stock;  a  surge  tank;  a  powerhouse  con¬ 
taining  two  2,500  kw.  generators;  a  sub¬ 
station;  and  some  private  access  areas 
for  recreational  use  of  the  lake  and 
shorelands.  The  Turner  development 
consists  of  a  dam;  a  reservoir  with  a 
storage  capacity  of  about  11,700  acre 
feet;  penstocks;  a  powerhouse  contain¬ 
ing  two  2,750  kw.  generators;  an  outdoor 
substation;  and  public  access  parking 
areas  and  a  boat  launching  ramp. 

Any  person  desiring  to  present  evidence 
regarding  environmental  matters  in  this 
proceeding  must  file  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene,  and  also  file  an  explanation  of  their 
environmental  position,  specifying  any 
difference  with  the  environmental  state¬ 
ment  upon  which  the  intervenor  wishes 
to  be  heard,  including  therein  a  discus¬ 
sion  of  the  factors  enumerated  in  §  2.80 
of  Order  415-B.  Written  statement  by 
persons  not  wishing  to  intervene  may  be 
filed  for  the  Commission’s  consideration. 
The  petitions  to  intervene  or  comments 
should  be  filed  with  the  Commission  on  or 
before  45  days  from  July  7,  1972.  The 
Commission  will  consider  all  response  to 
the  statement, 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-10194  Filed  7-3-72;8:48  am] 


[Project  No.  2413,  Georgia] 

GEORGIA  POWER  CO. 

Notice  of  Availability  of  Environ¬ 
mental  Statement  for  Inspection 
June  29,  1972. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  March 
30, 1972,  as  required  by  §  2.81(b)  of  Com¬ 
mission  regulations  under  Order  415-B 
(36  F.R.  22738,  November  30,  1971)  a 
draft  environmental  statement  contain¬ 
ing  information  comparable  to  an  agency 
draft  statement  pursuant  to  section  7  of 
the  Guidelines  of  the  Council  on  Environ¬ 
mental  (Quality  (36  F.R.  7724,  April  23, 
1971)  was  placed  in  the  public  files  of  the 
Federal  Power  Commission.  This  state¬ 
ment  deals  uith  an  application  for  ap¬ 
proval  of  a  Revised  Exhibit  R  (Recrea- 
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tion  Plan)  filed  pursuant  to  article  41  of 
the  license  for  the  imconstructed  Wallace 
Dam  (Laurens  Shoals)  Project  No.  2413 
located  on  the  Oconee  and  Opialachee 
Rivers,  Ga. 

This  statement  is  available  for  public 
inspection  in  the  Commission’s  Office  of 
Public  Information,  Room  2523,  General 
Accounting  Office,  441  G  Street  NW., 
Washington,  DC.  ciopies  will  be  available 
from  the  National  Technical  Information 
Service,  Department  of  Commerce, 
Springfield,  Va  22151. 

The  recreational  facilities  initially  pro¬ 
posed  by  Licensee  at  the  18,000  acre  (sur¬ 
face  area)  reservoir  created  by  Wallace 
Dam  will  consist  of  three  85-acre  areas 
and  three  10-acre  sites  to  be  developed 
generally  for  camping,  picnicking,  boat¬ 
ing,  fishing,  and  swimming,  and  a  10-acre 
overlook  area  consisting  of  a  visitors 
building  with  an  observation  deck,  a 
picnic  area,  a  shelter  and  other  facilities. 
All  developed  areas  will  be  accessible 
from  Interstate  Route  20. 

Any  person  desiring  to  present  evi¬ 
dence  regarding  environmental  matters 
in  this  proceeding  must  file  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  a  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene,  and  also  file  an  explanation  of 
their  environmental  position,  specifying 
any  difference  with  the  Mivironmental 
statement  upon  which  the  Intervenor 
wishes  to  be  heard,  including  therein  a 
discussion  of  the  factors  enumerated 
in  §  2.80  of  Order  415-B.  Written  state¬ 
ment  by  persons  not  wishing  to  intervene 
may  be  filed  for  the  Commission’s  con¬ 
sideration.  'The  petitions  to  intervene  or 
comments  should  be  filed  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  or  before  45  days  from  June 
30,  1972.  The  Commission  will  consider 
all  response  to  the  statement. 

Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-10193  Filed  7-3-72,8:48  am] 


[Docket  Noe.  CP72-301:  CP72-302] 

LOWELL  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

June  30,  1972. 

Take  notice  that  on  Jime  27,  1972, 
Lowell  Gas  Co.  (Applicant) ,  95  East  Mer¬ 
rimack  Street,  Lowell,  MA  01853,  filed  in 
Docket  Nos.  CP72-301  and  CP72-302  ap¬ 
plications  pursuant  to  sections  3  and  7 
(c),  respectively,  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
for  an  order  authorizing  the  importation 
of  liquefied  natural  gas  (LNG)  from 
Canada  and  a  certificate  of  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  authorizing  the 
transportation  of  said  LNG,  all  as  more 
fully  set  forth  in  the  applications  which 
are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open 
to  public  inspection. 

Applicant  requests  authorization  to  im¬ 
port  600,000  gall(His  of  LNG  from  Canada 
commencing  July  15,  1972,  with  delivery 
to  be  completed  within  30  days.  Applicant 
states  that  said  volumes  of  LNG  will  be 
purchased  from  Gaz  Metropolitain  Inc. 
(GMI)  on  a  best  efforts  basis,  transported 
from  Montreal,  Quebec,  Canada,  to  the 
United  States  by  semitrailer  tank  trucks 
and  will  be  delivered  to  its  LNG  storage 
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tanks  at  Tewksbury.  Mass.  The  purchase 
price  per  UJS.  gallon  is  8.87  cents.  Ap¬ 
plicant  states  that  the  exact  volume 
which  can  be  made  available  depends  on 
the  schedule  on  which  the  transporta¬ 
tion  can  be  performed.  The  storage 
capacity  of  the  GMI  facility  is  not  im- 
limited  and,  at  the  present  time,  is  nearly 
full.  Applicant  asserts  that  unless  it  can 
begin  taking  the  LNG  at  a  rapid  rate, 
GMI  will  be  compelled  to  shut  down  its 
liquefacti(Hi  plant  and  no  product  will 
be  available.  Applicant  states  that  addi- 
ticmal  sources  of  natural  gas  in  the 
United  States  have  not  been  available 
and  that  this  supply  of  LNG  is  necessary 
to  meet  the  increasing  fuel  requirements 
of  the  New  England  area.  Applicant  in¬ 
dicates  that  the  LNG  will  be  used  to  serve 
the  winter  fuel  needs  of  its  customers 
within  the  State  of  Massachusetts. 

In  order  to  effectuate  the  proposed  im¬ 
portation,  Applicant  seeks  authorization 
to  transport  the  LNG  from  Canada.  The 
gas  will  be  sold  to  its  own  retail  customers 
and  certfdn  other  distribution  companies 
within  Massachusetts  during  the  forth¬ 
coming  heating  season. 

It  appears  reastmable  and  consistent 
with  the  public  interest  in  this  case  to 
prescribe  a  period  shorter  than  15  days 
for  the  filing  of  protests  and  petitions  to 
Intervene.  Therefore,  any  perscn  desiring 
to  be  heard  or  to  make  any  protest  with 
reference  to  said  applications  should  on 
or  before  July  10, 1972,  file  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  CommissiMi,  Warfiington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure  (18  C7FR  1.8  or 
1.10)  and  the  Regulations  \mder  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  (18  CPR  157.10).  All  pro¬ 
tests  filed  with  the  Commission  will  be 
considered  by  it  in  determining  the  ap¬ 
propriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
bec(»ne  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petitim  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
rules. 

’Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  Jurisdictian  conferred  upon  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commissicm  by  sections  7  and 
15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Com- 
mi^on’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure, 
a  hearing  wiU  be  held  in  Docket  No. 
03*72-302  without  further  notice  before 
the  Commission  on  this  application  if 
no  petition  to  intervene  is  ^ed  within 
the  time  required  herein.  If  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  its  own  review  of  the  matter  finds 
that  a  grant  of  the  certificate  is  required 
by  the  public  convenience  and  necessity. 
If  a  petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is 
timely  filed,  or  if  the  Commissicm  on  its 
own  moticm  believes  that  a  formal  hear¬ 
ing  is  required,  further  notice  of  such 
hearing  will  be  duly  givai. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided, 
for,  imless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
imnecessary  for  Applicant  in  Docket  No. 
CP72-302  to  appear  or  be  represented  at 
the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FB  Doc.72-10228  FUed  7-3-72; 8: 52  am] 


(Project  No.  1888] 

METROPOLITAN  EDISON  CO. 
Notice  of  Issuance  of  Annual  License 
June  27,  1972. 

On  June  30,  1969,  Metropolitan  Edison 
Co.,  Licensee  for  York  Haven  Project  No. 
1888  located  in  Dauphin,  Lancaster,  and 
York  Coimties,  in  the  re^on  of  the  cities 
of  Harrisburg,  Lancaster,  and  York,  Pa., 
on  the  Susquehanna  River  filed  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  a  new  license  under  section 
15  of  the  Federal  Power  Act  and  Com¬ 
mission  regulations  thereunder  (sections 
16.1-16.6).  Licensee  also  made  a  supple¬ 
mental  filing  pursuant  to  Commission 
Order  No.  384  on  February  27, 1970. 

The  License  for  Project  No.  1888  was 
issued  effective  January  1,  1938  for  a 
period  ending  June  30,  1970.  Since  the 
original  date  of  expiration  the  project 
has  been  under  annual  license.  In  order 
to  authorize  the  continued  operation  of 
the  project  pursuant  to  section  15  of 
the  Act  pending  completion  of  licensee’s 
application  and  Commission  action 
thereon  it  Is  appropriate  and  in  the 
public  interest  to  issue  an  annual  license 
to  Metropolitan  Edison  Co.  for  continued 
operation  and  maintenance  of  Project 
No.  1888. 

Take  notice  that  an  annual  license 
is  issued  to  Metropolitan  Edison  Co. 
(Licensee)  under  section  15  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Act  for  the  period  July  1, 
1972  to  Jime  30,  1973  or  until  Federal 
takeover,  or  the  issuance  of  a  new  license 
for  the  project,  whichever  comes  first, 
for  the  continued  operation  and  main¬ 
tenance  of  the  York  Haven  Project  No. 
1888,  subject  to  the  terms  and  condi¬ 
tions  of  its  license. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.72-10195  Filed  7-3-72:8:49  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP72-284] 

NORTHERN  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

June  27,  1972. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  13,  1972, 
Northern  Natural  Gas  Co.  (applicant), 
2223  Dodge  Street,  Omaha,  N£  68102, 
filed  in  Docket  No.  €3*72-284  an  applica¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  authorizing 
the  transportation  and  sale  of  natural 
gsis  in  interstate  commerce  and  the  con¬ 
struction  and  operation  of  certain  nat- 
mal  gas  facilities,  all  as  more  fully  set 
forth  in  the  application  which  is  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection. 

Applicant  states  that  as  a  result  of 
the  Commission’s  Opinion  No.  618  and 
accompanying  order  it  expects  to  have 
avail8d)le  by  November  27,  1972,  at  its 
Carlton,  Minn.,  compressor  station  108,- 
500  Mcf  of  natural  gas  per  day.  As  a 
result  of  the  attachment  of  this  new 
soiu'ce  of  supply,  applicant  proposes  to 
provide  a  new  winter  service  to  its  gas 
utility  customers  to  assist  them  in  meet¬ 
ing  the  peak  day  growth  requirements 
of  their  primary  market,  the  residential. 


small  volume  commercial,  and  industrial 
consiuners.  Applicant  intends  to  begin 
this  service  (Seasonal  Service  Demand) 
in  1972.  Applicant  states  that  the  new 
firm  service  would  be  made  available 
from  November  27  through  March  26  of 
each  heating  season  to  any  gas  utility 
purchasing  contract  demand  from  ap¬ 
plicant  under  its  CD  or  PL  Rate  Sched¬ 
ules  which  elects  to  purchase  volumes  of 
Seasonal  Service  Demand  imder  the  pro¬ 
posed  SS-1  Rate  Schedule  and  has  exe¬ 
cuted  a  SS-1  Service  Agreement.  Appli¬ 
cant  states  that  it  proposes  to  provide 
its  customers  with  106,292  Mcf  of  nat¬ 
ural  gas  per  day  of  this  new  firm  service. 
’The  proposed  Seasonal  Service  Demand 
would  have  a  two-part  rate  consisting  of 
a  monthly  demand  charge  and  a  com¬ 
modity  charge.  ’The  monthly  demand 
charge  would  be  comprised  of  the  ap¬ 
propriate  zone  contract  demand  charge 
plus  $2  and  the  commodity  rate  would 
be  equal  to  the  appropriate  zone  com¬ 
modity  rate  plus  25  cents  per  Mcf  of 
natural  gas. 

In  order  to  accommodate  the  delivery 
of  the  proposed  Seasonal  Service  De¬ 
mand  volumes,  applicant  proposes  to 
construct  and  operate  0.6  mile  of  6-inch 
tieover  line  in  Adel,  Iowa,  0.7  mile  of 
4-inch  loop  in  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa,  and 
0.8  mile  of  4-inch  loop  In  Griswold,  Iowa. 
The  total  cost  of  the  proposed  facilities 
is  estimated  at  $166,000,  which  applicant 
proposes  to  finance  from  cash  on  hand 
and  fimds  generated  through  operations. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  July  17, 
1972,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  reg¬ 
ulations  imder  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  by  sections  7  and 
15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  proce¬ 
dure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without  fur¬ 
ther  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant  of 
the  certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion  be¬ 
lieves  that  a  formal  hearing  is  required, 
further  notice  of  such  hearing  will  be 
duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
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unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kknneth  F.  Plumb, 

—  -  Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.72-10196  PUed  7-3-72;8:49  am] 


I  Project  No.  108] 

NORTHERN  STATES  POWER  CO. 

Order  Providing  for  Hearing,  Prescrib¬ 
ing  Procedure,  and  Ruling  on 

Motions 

June  28,  1972. 

Northern  States  Power  Co.  filed  on 
February  20,  1970,  and  later  supple¬ 
mented,  its  application  for  a  new  license 
for  Project  No.  108.  The  original  50-year 
license  for  Project  No.  108  expired  on 
August  7,  1971,  and  the  project  is  being 
operated  imder  an  annual  license  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  15  of  the  Federal  Power 
Act  (Act).* 

By  order  Issued  April  25,  1972,  inter¬ 
vention  was  granted  to  a  number  of  pe- 
tioners;  *  in  addition,  as  noted  in  that 
order,  a  notice  of  Intervention  was  filed 
by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of 
Wisconsin. 

Some  of  these  interveners  have  stated 
their  opposition  to  relicensing  of  Project 
No.  108  and  have  urged  that  the  project 
be  taken  over  pursuant  to  section  14  of 
the  Act.  By  letter  dated  February  29, 
1972,  the  Department  of  the  Interior  rec¬ 
ommended  “take  over”  of  the  project. 
The  Department  of  Agriculture  by  letter 
dated  April  25,  1968,  recommended  “take 
over”  of  the  licensee-owned  lands  of  the 
project  excluding  the  dam  and  surround¬ 
ing  lands  needed  for  dam  operations  with 
relicensing  of  such  dam  and  siurounding 
lands  for  operation  for  power  purposes. 
Accordingly,  in  view  of  the  various  asser¬ 
tions  made,  it  is  apprc^riate  that  a  public 
hearing  be  held  on  matters  involved  and 
issues  presented  respecting  the  applica¬ 
tion  for  a  new  license  for  Project  No.  108. 

With  their  petitions  to  intervene,  cer¬ 
tain  interveners  also  filed  motions  or  re¬ 
quests  with  the  Commission.  One  such 
motion  by  a  number  of  interveners  is  for 
a  “regional  hearing”,  held  in  the  vicinity 
of  the  project.  We  think  it  appropriate 
that,  prior  to  the  evidentiary  hearing,  the 
Presiding  Examiner  hold  a  public  hearing 

*  Notice  of  the  application  for  new  license 
was  published  on  Aug.  27,  1971,  with  Oct.  4, 
1971,  as  the  last  day  for  filing  protests  or  pe¬ 
titions  to  intervene.  The  time  for  filing  pro¬ 
tests  or  petitions  to  Intervene  was  extended 
to  Nov.  4,  1971,  and  one  intervention  was 
granted  on  a  petition  filed  out  of  time.  In 
addition,  on  June  19,  1972,  notice  of  availa¬ 
bility  of  environmental  statement  for  in¬ 
spection  was  given.  This  notice  provides  for 
filing  of  petitions  to  intervene  or  comments 
on  or  before  46  days  from  June  21,  1972. 

•Concerned  Citizens  for  the  Preservation 
of  the  Chippewa  Flowage;  Wisconsin  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Natural  Resources  and  the  Wiscon¬ 
sin  Department  of  Jtistice;  Oovernor  of  the 
State  of  Wisconsin;  Lac  Courte  Oreilles  Band 
of  Lake  Superior  Chippewa  Indians;  the  Save 
the  Chippewa  Flowage  Alliance,  Inc.;  the 
Wisconsin  Resources  Conservation  Council; 
Great  Lakes  Inter-Tribal  Council,  Inc.; 
American  Movement  National  Directors,  Inc. 


session  in  the  vicinity  of  the  project  for 
the  puiDose  of  receiving  statements  of 
position  from  interested  members  of  the 
public  and,  further,  that  on  the  basis  of 
conditions  obtaining,  the  Presiding  Ex¬ 
aminer  specify  the  procedures  to  be  fol¬ 
lowed  for  the  receipt  and  incorporation 
of  such  statements  of  position  into  the 
record  without  cross  examination.  Asser¬ 
tions  of  fact  contained  in  these  state¬ 
ments  of  position  are  not  evidence.  Facts 
to  be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
arriving  at  its  decision  must  be  estab¬ 
lished  by  sworn  testimony  and  exhibits 
subject  to  cross  examination.  With  re¬ 
spect  to  the  evidentiary  hearing,  we  think 
it  also  appropriate  that  the  Presiding 
Examiner  determine  what  part  such 
hearing,  if  any,  should  be  held  locally  to 
accommodate  vdtnesses  for  whom  it  may 
be  a  hardship  to  appear  in  Washington, 
DC. 

A  second  motion  *  is  that  the  issues  to 
be  tried  in  this  proceeding  be  limited  to 
exclude  consideration  of  issuance  of  a 
new  license  to  the  present  licensee. 

The  thrust  of  this  motion  is  to  preclude 
the  Commission  from  considering  the  ap¬ 
plication  for  relicense  of  Project  No.  108, 
and  the  issues  relati^  thereto.  While  the 
motion  is  not  characterized  as  a  motion 
to  dismiss  the  application  for  a  new  li¬ 
cense  period  by  the  present  licensee,  it 
would,  if  granted  achieve  a  similar  effect. 

The  purpose  of  providing  a  hearing  in 
these  proceedings  is  to  obtain  as  full  and 
complete  record  of  facts  as  possible  for 
the  Commission’s  consideration  in  deter¬ 
mining  what  action  shall  be  taken  with 
regard  to  the  future  operation  of  Project 
No.  108.  To  preclude  relicensing  to  the 
present  licensee  as  one  course  of  action 
together  with  the  factors  pro  and  con  on 
that  question  would  be  inconsistent  with 
the  very  piupose  of  this  proceeding  and 
would  deny  the  present  licensee  a  hearing 
on  its  application. 

The  motion  is  denied  without  prejudice 
to  its  being  renewed  in  the  briefing  stage 
when  all  available  facts  have  been 
presented  in  a  formal  record. 

These  three  Interveners  also  request 
that  the  annual  license  for  Project  No. 
108  be  rescinded  and  that  tribal  lands 
be  returned  to  the  Lac  Courte  Oreilles 
Band  of  Lake  Superior  Chippewa  In¬ 
dians.  However,  section  15(a)  of  the  Act 
directs  the  Commission  to  issue  from 
year  to  year  an  annual  license  to  the 
original  license  until  the  United  States 
exercises  its  right  to  take  over  or  issues 
a  new  license.  Accordingly,  this  request 
must  be  denied. 

These  three  interveners  also  request 
that  the  Commission  determine  and  re¬ 
adjust  annual  charges  payable  to  the 
Lac  Courte  Oreilles  Band,  pursuant  to 
section  10(e),  of  the  Act,*  for  the  use  of 

*  Filed  by  tbe  Lac  Courte  Oreilles  Band  of 
Lake  Superlor-Chlppewa  Indians,  the  Great 
Lakes  Inter-Tribal  Council,  Inc.,  and  the 
American  Indian  Movement  National  Di¬ 
rectors,  Inc. 

•Section  10(e)  of  the  Act  provides  in  part 
that  annual  charges  (for  the  use  of  tribal 
lands  embraced  within  Indian  reservations) 
“may  be  readjusted  at  the  end  of  20  yean 
*  *  *  and  at  periods  of  not  less  than  10 
years  thereafter  upon  notice  and  opportunity 
for  hearing". 


tribal  lands  embraced  within  Indian  res¬ 
ervations.  What  is  contemplated  by  the 
interveners’  request  is  a  retroactive  re¬ 
adjustment  of  charges  within  the  orig¬ 
inal  license  period.  Readjustment  of  an¬ 
nual  charges  for  use  of  tribal  lands 
under  section  10(e)  of  the  Act  is  at  the 
discretion  of  the  Commission.  ’The  re¬ 
quest  for  readjustment  was  not  made 
herein  until  the  end  of  the  original  li¬ 
cense  period.  There  has  been  no  showing 
that  a  readjustment  of  annual  charges 
for  prior  periods  within  the  term  of  the 
original  license  would  be  appropriate 
(c.f.,  Montana  Power  Company  v.  P.P.C., 
CADC  Nos.  21,104  and  21,767,  decided 
February  17,  1972,  petition  for  certiorari 
pending).  Accordingly,  the  request  for 
retroactive  readjustment  of  annual 
charges  is  denied  at  this  time,  without 
prejudice  to  a  reasonable  opportunity 
for  submitting  a  further  showing  before 
the  Presiding  Examiner. 

One  intervener*  has  also  moved  that 
there  be  established  a  committee  or 
coimcil  of  representatives  of  the  Indian 
population  to  consider  matters  of  par¬ 
ticular  impact  or  importance  to  the  In¬ 
dian  p>eople  and  to  submit  findings  and 
recommendations  to  the  Commission. 
Obviously,  we  do  not  preclude,  indeed, 
we  must  encourage  relevant,  timely 
showings  of  impact  or  importance  to  any 
part  of  the  public  interest.  However,  we 
do  not  believe  that  our  establishment 
of  a  committee  is  necessary  or  appropri¬ 
ate  to  this  end.  Under  established  hear¬ 
ing  procedures,  the  intervener,  or  a 
group  of  interveners,  has  an  opportunity 
to  make  an  evidentiary  showing  on  mat¬ 
ters  of  impact  or  importance  and  rele¬ 
vant  to  the  issues  in  this  proceeding 
and  to  submit  before  the  Presiding  Ex¬ 
aminer  and  the  Commission  argument 
and  proposed  findings  on  the  basis  of  the 
evidentiary  record. 

The  Commission  finds: 

(1)  It  Is  appropriate  and  in  the  public 
Interest  as  provided  herein  to  hold  a 
public  hearing  respecting  matters  in¬ 
volved  and  issues  presented  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  on  the  application  by  Northern 
States  Power  Co.  for  a  new  license  for 
Project  No.  108. 

(2)  It  Is  appropriate  and  in  the  public 
interest  to  grant  or  deny  as  provided 
herein,  pending  motions  or  requests  by 
interveners,  and  to  refer  to  the  Presid¬ 
ing  Examiner  for  ruling  thereon  the  re¬ 
maining  part  of  pending  motions  or 
requests. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  con¬ 
tained  in  and  subject  to  the  jurisdiction 
conferred  upon  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission  by  the  Federal  Power  Act,  par¬ 
ticularly  sections  4(e),  7(c),  10(a),  14, 
15,  and  308  thereof,  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure,  a 
public  hearing  shall  be  held  respecting 
the  matters  involved  and  issues  presented 
in  this  proceeding.  The  time  for  conven¬ 
ing  hearing  sessions  and  the  place  or 
places  where  the  hearing  sessions  shall 
be  held  shall  be  determined  by  the  Presid¬ 
ing  Examiner. 


*  The  American  Indian  Movement  National 
Directors,  Inc. 
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(B)  The  following  procedure  is  pre¬ 
scribed  for  this  procee<Ung: 

1.  The  applicant  shall  file  by  Decem¬ 
ber  20,  1972,  with  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission  an  original  and  10  copies 
of  all  testimony,  including  qualifications 
of  the  witnesses,  and  exhibits  to  be  pre¬ 
sented  in  applicant’s  direct  case.  Copies 
of  such  testimony  and  exhibits  shall  be 
served  on  all  participants. 

2.  All  other  participants,  including  the 
Commission  staff,  shall  file  by  Febru¬ 
ary  12, 1973,  with  the  Secretary,  an  origi¬ 
nal  and  10  copies  of  all  direct  testimony 
and  exhibits  including  qualifications  of 
witnessess  with  copies  served  on  all 
participants. 

3.  AU  motions  to  strike  prepared  testi¬ 
mony  and  exhibits  and  replies  to  such 
motions  shall  be  filed  with  the  Presiding 
Examiner  by  March  1,  1973,  and  March 
21, 1973,  respectively. 

4.  All  of  the  testimony,  exc^t  exhibits, 
shall  be  in  question  and  answer  form. 

5.  No  exhibits,  except  those  of  which 
official  notice  may  properly  be  taken, 
shall  contain  narrative  material  other 
than  brief  explanatory  notes. 

6.  Any  party  submitting  more  than  one 
exhibit  shall  enclose  a  cover  sheet  listing 
the  title  of  each  exhibit  in  the  sequence 
in  which  it  is  to  be  marked  for  identifica¬ 
tion. 

7.  The  Presiding  Examiner  will  specify 
the  order  of  cross-examination  and  time 
to  be  permitted  for  preparation  of  re¬ 
buttal  evidence. 

8.  If  it  becomes  apparent  that  a  saving 
of  time  or  money  may  be  achieved  in 
clarifying  relevant  issues  to  be  tried,  the 
Presiding  Examiner  shall  hold  a  prehear¬ 
ing  conference,  at  which,  among  other 
matters,  the  admission  into  evidence  of 
relevant  but  uncontroverted  facts  with¬ 
out  the  necessity  of  presenting  a  spon¬ 
soring  witness  therefor  shall  be  con¬ 
sidered. 

9.  Prior  to  the  evidentiary  hearing,  the 
Presiding  Examiner  shall  hold  a  public 
hearing  session  in  the  vicinity  of  the 
project  for  the  purpose  of  receiving 
statements  of  position  from  interested 
members  of  the  public. 

10.  Public  notice  of  the  public  hear¬ 
ing  session  should  be  given  in  the  vicinity 
of  the  project  prior  to  such  hearing 
session. 

(C)  The  Commission’s  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedure  shall  apply  in  this 
proceeding  except  to  the  extent  that  they 
are  modified  or  supplemented  herein. 

(D)  ’The  motions  or  requests  for  re¬ 
gional  hearing,  for  limitation  of  issues, 
for  establishment  of  a  committee  of  In¬ 
dian  representatives,  for  rescission  of  the 
annual  license  for  Project  No.  108,  and 
for  readjustment  of  annual  charges  for 
use  of  tribal  lands  during  the  period  of 
the  original  license  are  granted  or  denied 
as  provided  herein,  and  the  remaining 
part  of  the  pending  motions  or  requests 
are  referred  to  the  Presiding  Examiner 
for  rulifig  thereon. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.72-10197  PUed  7-3-72;  8:49  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP72-286  ] 

PANHANDLE  EASTERN  PIPE  LINE 
CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

June  28,  1972. 

Take  notice  that  on  Jime  15,  1972, 
Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  line  Co.  (appli¬ 
cant)  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP72-286  an 
application  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  au- 
thorzing  the  exchange  of  natural  gas  and 
the  construction  and  operation  of  cer¬ 
tain  natural  gas  facilities,  all  as  more 
fully  set  forth  in  the  application  which 
is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open 
to  public  inspection. 

Applicsmt  states  that  pursuant  to  an 
agreement  between  Arkansas  Louisiana 
Gas  Co.  (Arkla)  and  it  dated  May  9, 
1972,  it  will  receive  up  to  75,000  Mcf  of 
natural  gas  per  day  from  Arkla  at  a  pro¬ 
posed  point  of  delivery  and  redelivery  in 
Hemphill  County,  Tex.  Volumes  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  75,000  M^  per  day  will  be  de¬ 
liverable  on  an  if,  as,  and  when,  mutually 
agreeable  basis.  Applicant  states  that  it 
will  purchase  50  percent  of  the  natural 
gas  delivered  and  will  receive  the  balance 
on  an  exchange  basis.  In  order  to  effectu¬ 
ate  the  proposed  purchase  and  exchange, 
applicant  states  Arkla  will  construct  a 
pipeline  from  the  Mathers  Ranch  Field 
to  a  t>oint  in  Hemphill  Coimty,  Tex.,  and 
Arkla  and  it  will  jointly  construct  pipe¬ 
line  interconnection  and  gas  measure¬ 
ment  facilities  from  that  point  to  a  point 
on  Kansas-Nebraska  Gas  Co.,  Inc.’s 
(Kansas-Nebraska) ,  Buffalo  Line.  Appli¬ 
cant  will  deliver  the  gas  received  from 
Arkla  into  the  Buffalo  Line  for  transpor¬ 
tation  to  its  Aledo,  Okla.,  plant  for  proc¬ 
essing,  after  which  the  gas  will  fiow  into 
its  Elk  C^ty  System.  Applicant  states  that 
the  exchange  gas  volumes  are  to  be  rede¬ 
livered  to  Arkla  at  the  Hemphill  County 
exchange  point  commencing  within  30 
days  follo^^ng  Arkla’s  request.  Upon  ap¬ 
plicant’s  request,  Kansas-Nebraska  will 
deliver  to  it,  out  of  its  share  of  the 
Buffalo  Wallow  Gas,  the  volumes  of  ex¬ 
change  gas  required  to  be  redelivered  to 
Arkla  at  the  point  of  redellvery.  Appli¬ 
cant  states  that  the  exchange  will  on 
a  thermally  eqtiivalent  basis. 

Applicant  states  that  to  implement 
the  exchange  it  will  be  necessary  to  con¬ 
struct  and  operate  up  to  1,000  compres¬ 
sor  horsepower,  necessary  gas  measure¬ 
ment  facilities,  and  miscellaneous  pipe, 
valves,  and  fittings  required  to  connect 
Arkla’s  facilities  to  the  Buffalo  Line.  Ap¬ 
plicant  indicates  it  will  construct  and 
oi}erate  at  its  own  expense  the  necessary 
compressor  facilities  and  that  Arkla  will 
construct  and  operate  the  other  required 
facilities.  Applicant  states  that  it  will 
reimburse  Arkla  for  50  percent  of  the 
construction  costs  Arkla  thereby  incurs. 
Applicant  stat^  that  its  share  of  the  cost 
of  the  proposed  facilities  is  $324,745, 
which  it  will  finance  from  funds  on  hand. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  July  18, 
1972,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 


mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro- 
cedxire  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  regu¬ 
lations  imder  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to 
a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission 
on  this  application  if  no  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  peti¬ 
tion  for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed, 
or  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is  re¬ 
quired,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  imless  otherwise  advised  it,  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.72-10198  Piled  7-3-72;8:49  am] 


[Docket  No.  0172-552] 

PHILLIPS  PETROLEUM  CO. 

Notice  of  Petition  To  Amend 
June  28,  1972. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  14,  1972, 
Phillips  Petroleum  Co.  (Petitioner), 
Bartlesville,  Okla.  74004,  filed  in  Docket 
No.  CI72-552  a  petition  to  amend  the 
order  of  the  Commission  heretofore  is¬ 
sued  in  said  docket  on  April  25,  1972,  in 
Docket  No.  CP72-226,  et  al.  (47  FPC 

- ),  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of  the 

Natural  Gas  Act  by  authorizing  an  in¬ 
crease  in  the  total  authorized  exchange 
volume  of  the  exchange  therein  author¬ 
ized  and  an  extension  of  the  term,  all 
as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  petition 
to  amend  which  is  on  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  open  to  public  Inspection. 

By  the  order  of  May  25,  1972,  Peti¬ 
tioner  is  authorized  to  exchange  natural 
gas  with  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  of 
America  (Natural)  by  means  of  existing 
facilities.  Pursuant  to  an  exchange 
agreement  dated  February  15,  1972, 
Petitioner  will  deliver  to  Natural  up  to 
10,000  Mcf  of  natural  gas  dally,  but  no 
more  than  1  million  Mcf  in  total,  at  an 
existing  intercoimectiou  at  the  tailgate 
of  Petitioner’s  Chocolate  Bayou  Plant  in 
Brazoria  County,  Tex.,  and  Natxiral  will 
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redeliver  to  Petitioner  thermally  equiva¬ 
lent  volumes  of  gas  during  the  period 
Jime  through  September  1972  at  the 
same  delivery  point. 

Petitioner  states  that  it  and  Natural 
have  amended  the  exchange  agreement 
of  February  15,  1972,  by  increasing  the 
total  authorized  exchange  volume  from 
1  million  Mcf  of  natural  gas  to  3  million 
Mcf  diulng  any  12-month  period  and 
extending  the  term  of  the  exchange  for 
a  period  of  3  years  from  the  date  of  ini¬ 
tial  delivery  and  so  long  thereafter  as 
is  mutually  beneficial  to  the  parties.  Pe¬ 
titioner  also  states  that  provisions  for 
additional  delivery  points  are  provided, 
with  the  imderstanding  that  the  costs 
of  any  such  additional  points  shall  be 
borne  by  the  parties  requesting  such  ad¬ 
ditional  points.  Petitioner  states  that  it 
and  Natural  have  agreed  to  the  above 
amendments  by  a  letter  agreement 
dated  May  25,  1972,  and  that  said  agree¬ 
ment  is  being  filed  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  as  a  supplement  to  Petitioner’s 
FPC  Gtes  Rate  Schedule  No.  495. 

Any.  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  petition  to  amend  should  on  or  be¬ 
fore  July  18,  1972,  file  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a  pro¬ 
test  in  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All 
protests  filed  with  the  Commission  will 
be  considered  by  it  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  the  protestants  par¬ 
ties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person  wish¬ 
ing  to  become  a  party  to  a  proceeding 
or  to  participate  as  a  party  in  any  hear¬ 
ing  therein  must  file  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-10199  PUed  7-3-72;8;49  am] 
[Projeot  No.  597] 

UTAH  POWER  AND  LIGHT  CO. 
Notice  of  Issuance  of  Annual  License 
June  27,  1972. 

On  June  26,  1969,  Utah  Power  and 
Light  Co.,  Licensee  for  Stairs  Project 
No.  597  located  in  Salt  Lake  County, 
Utah,  on  the  Big  Cottonwood  CTreek  filed 
an  application  for  a  new  license  under 
section  15  of  the  Federal  Power  Act  ar;d 
Commission  regulations  thereunder  (sec¬ 
tions  16.1-16.6).  Licensee  also  made  a 
supplemental  filing  pursuant  to  Commis¬ 
sion  Order  No.  384  on  December  15,  1969. 

The  License  for  Project  No.  597  was 
issued  effective  June  1,  1927  for  a  period 
ending  June  30,  1970.  Since  the  orig¬ 
inal  date  of  expiration  the  project  has 
been  under  annual  license.  In  order  to 
authorize  the  continued  operation  of  the 
project  piu^uant  to  section  15  of  the  Act 
pending  completion  of  licensee’s  appli¬ 
cation  and  Commission  action  thereon  it 
is  appropriate  and  in  the  public  interest 
to  issue  an  annual  license  to  Utah  Power 


and  Light  Co.  for  (xmtlnued  operation 
and  maintenance  of  Project  No.  597. 

Take  notice  that  an  annual  license  is 
issued  to  Utah  Power  and  light  Co. 
(Licensee)  under  section  15  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Act  for  the  period  July  1, 
1972  to  Jime  30,  1973  or  imtil  Federal 
takeover,  or  the  issuance  of  a  new  License 
for  the  project,  whichever  comes  first,  for 
the  continued  operation  and  maintenance 
of  the  Stairs  Project  No.  597,  subject  to 
the  terms  and  conditions  of  its  license. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-10200  Filed  7-3-72;8:49  am] 


[Project  No.  1889] 

WESTERN  MASSACHUSETTS 
ELECTRIC  CO. 

Notice  of  Issuance  of  Annual  License 
June  27,  1972. 

On  June  19,  1969,  Western  Massachu¬ 
setts  Electric  Co.,  Licensee  for  Turners 
Palls  &  Cabot  Project  No.  1889  located  in 
Windham  County,  Vt.,  Franklin  County, 
Mass.,  and  (Cheshire  County,  N.H.,  on 
the  Connecticut  River  filed  an  applica¬ 
tion  for  a  new  license  under  section  15  of 
the  Federal  Power  Act  and  Commission 
regulations  thereunder  (sections  16.1- 
16.6) .  Licensee  also  made  a  supplemental 
filing  pursuant  to  Commission  Order  No. 
384  on  February  18, 1970. 

’The  License  for  Project  No.  1889  was 
Issued  effective  January  1,  1938  for  a  pe¬ 
riod  ending  June  30, 1970.  Since  the  orig¬ 
inal  date  of  expiration  the  project  has 
been  under  annual  license.  In  order  to 
authorize  the  continued  operation  of  the 
project  pursuant  to  section  15  of  the  Act 
pending  completion  of  licensee’s  applica¬ 
tion  and  Commission  action  thereon  it  is 
appropriate  and  in  the  public  interest  to 
issue  an  annual  license  to  Western  Mas¬ 
sachusetts  Electric  Co.  for  continued 
operation  and  maintenance  of  Project 
No.  1889. 

Take  notice  that  an  annual  license  is 
issued  to  Western  Massachusetts  Electric 
Co.  (Licensee)  imder  section  15  of  the 
Federal  Power  Act  for  the  period  July  1, 
1972  to  June  30,  1973  or  until  Federal 
takeover,  or  the  Issuance  of  a  new  Ucense 
for  the  project,  whichever  comes  first,  for 
the  continued  operation  and  mainte¬ 
nance  of  the  Turners  Falls  &  Cabot  Proj¬ 
ect  No.  1889,  subject  to  the  terms  and 
conditions  of  its  license. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-10201  Filed  7-3-72;8:49  am] 

FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

PROVIDENT  NATIONAL  CORP. 

Proposed  Acquisition  of 
John  P.  Maguire  &  Co.,  Inc. 

Provident  National  Corp.,  Philadel¬ 
phia,  Pa.,  has  applied,  pursuant  to  Sec- 
tiem  4(c)  (8)  of  the  Bank  Holding  Com¬ 


pany  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1843(c)(8))  and 
S  225.4(b)  (2)  of  the  Bocu'd’s  Regulation 
Y,  for  permission  to  acquire  voting  shares 
of  John  P.  Maguire  &  Co.,  Inc.,  New  York, 
N.Y,  Notice  of  the  application  was  pub¬ 
lished  on  the  following  dates  in  the  fol¬ 
lowing  newspapers:  The  New  York 
Times,  April  14,  1972;  ’The  Philadelphia 
Inquirer,  April  18,  1972;  ’The  Los  An¬ 
geles  ’Times,  May  15,  1972;  and  The 
Wall  Street  Journal,  May  16,  1972. 

Applicant  states  that  the  proposed  sub¬ 
sidiary  would  engage  in  the  activities  of 
factoring  and  related  commercial  financ¬ 
ing.  Such  activities  have  been  specified 
by  the  Board  in  §  225.4(a)  of  Relation 
Y  as  permissible  for  bank  holding  com¬ 
panies,  subject  to  Board  approval  of  in¬ 
dividual  proposals  in  accordance  with 
the  procedures  of  5  225.4(b). 

Interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether  consum¬ 
mation  of  the  proposal  can  “reasonably 
be  expected  to  produce  benefits  to  the 
public,  such  as  greater  convenience,  in¬ 
creased  competition,  or  gains  in  efficien¬ 
cy,  that  outweigh  possible  adverse  ef¬ 
fects  such  as  undue  concentration  of 
resources,  decreased  or  unfair  competi¬ 
tion,  conflicts  of  interests,  or  imsound 
banking  practices.’’  Any  request  for  a 
hearing  on  this  question  should  be  ac¬ 
companied  by  a  statement  summarizing 
the  evidence  the  person  requesting  the 
hearing  proposes  to  submit  or  to  elicit 
at  the  hearing  and  a  statement  of  the 
reasons  why  this  matter  should  not  be 
resolved  without  a  hearing. 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of 
Philadelphia. 

Any  views  or  requests  for  hearing 
should  be  submitted  in  writing  and  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Secretary,  Board  of  Gov¬ 
ernors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
Washington.  D.C.  20551,  not  later  than 
July  28,  1972. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  System,  June  26,  1972. 

[seal]  Michael  A.  Greenspan, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-10143  Filed  7-3-72;8:46  am] 


SHOREBANK,  INC. 

Acquisition  of  Banks 

Shorebank,  Inc.,  Quincy,  Mass.,  has 
applied  for  the  Board’s  approval  in  two 
separate  applications,  as  set  forth  below, 
under  section  3(a)(3)  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842 
(a)(3)): 

(1)  To  acquire  at  least  80  percent  of 
the  voting  shares  of  First  Agricultural 
National  Bank  of  Berkshire  County, 
Pittsfield,  Mass.;  and 

(2)  To  acquire  indirectly  at  least  80 
percent  of  the  voting  shares  of  The  Me¬ 
chanics  National  Bank  of  Worcester, 
Worcester,  Mass.  The  latter  acquisition 
would  be  accomplished  through  the  pro¬ 
posed  acquisition  of  at  least  80  percent  of 
the  voting  shares  of  The  Mechanics  Ban¬ 
corp,  Inc.,  Worcester,  Mass.,  a  bank 
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holding  company  which  owns  100  per¬ 
cent  of  the  voting  shares  (less  directors’ 
qualifying  shares)  of  The  Mechanics 
National  Bank  of  Worcester. 

The  factors  that  are  considered  in  act¬ 
ing  on  the  applications  are  set  forth  in 
section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  UJ3.C.  1842 
(c)). 

The  applications  may  be  inspected  at 
the  ofiBce  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Boston. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
applications  should  submit  his  views  in 
writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of  Gov¬ 
ernors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
Washington,  D.C.  20551,  to  be  received 
not  later  than  July  17,  1972. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  System,  Jime  26,  1972. 

[seal]  Michael  A.  Greenspak, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-10144  PUed  7-3-72;8:45  amj 


The  counties  of— continued: 


PulaskL 

Rockingham. 

Roanoke. 

Rockbridge. 

Stafford. 

The  cities  of : 

Alexandria. 

Lexington. 

Bedford. 

Lynchburg. 

Charlottesville. 

Martinsville. 

Clifton  Forge. 

Petersburg. 

Colonial  Heights. 

Radford. 

Covington. 

Richmond. 

Danville. 

Roanoke. 

Fairfax. 

Salem. 

Falls  Church. 

South  Boston. 

Fredericksburg. 

Staunton. 

Harrisonburg. 

Waynesboro. 

Hopewell. 

Winchester. 

Dated:  June  29,  1972. 

G.  A.  Lincoln, 

Director. 

Office  of  Emergency  Preparedness. 
fFR  Doc.72-10137  Piled  7-3-72;8:51  am] 


OFHCE  OF  EMERGENCY 
PREPAREDNESS 

VIRGINIA 

Notice  of  Major  Disaster  and  Related 
Determinations 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in  me 
by  the  President  under  Executive  Order 
11575  of  December  31,  1970;  and  by  vir¬ 
tue  of  the  Act  of  December  31,  1970,  en¬ 
titled  “Disaster  Relief  Act  of  1970”  (84 
Stat.  1744),  as  amended  by  Public  Law 
92-209  (85  Stat.  742) ;  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  on  June  23,  1972,  the  Presi¬ 
dent  declared  a  major  disaster  as 
follows : 

I  have  determined  that  the  damages  in 
certain  areas  of  the  State  of  Virginia  from 
severe  storms  and  flooding  beginning  about 
June  21,  1972,  are  of  sufficient  severity  and 
magnitude  to  warrant  a  major  disaster  dec¬ 
laration  under  Public  Law  91-606. 1  therefore 
declare  that  such  a  major  disaster  exists  in 
the  State  of  Virginia.  Tou  are  to  determine 
the  specific  areas  within  the  State  eligibie 
for  Federal  assistance  under  this  declaration. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant  to 
the  authority  vested  in  me  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent  under  Executive  Order  11575  to  ad¬ 
minister  the  Disaster  Relief  Act  of  1970 
(Public  Law  91-606,  as  amended),  I 
hereby  appoint  Mr.  Francis  X.  Carney, 
Regional  Director,  OEP  Region  3,  to  act 
as  the  Federal  Coordinating  Officer  to 
perform  the  duties  specified  by  section 
201  of  that  Act  for  this  disaster. 

I  do  hereby  determine  the  following 
areas  in  the  State  of  Virginia  to  have 
been  adversely  affected  by  this  declared 
major  disaster: 

The  counties  of : 

Arlington. 

Albemarle. 

Augusta. 

Alleghany. 

Amherst. 

Bedford. 

Botetourt. 

Chesterfield. 

Culpeper. 

Craig. 


Fairfax. 

Fluvanna. 

Frederick. 

Halifax. 

Henry. 
Montgomery. 
Nelson. 
Pittsylvania. 
Prince  Edward. 
Prince  William. 


SMALL  BUSINESS 
ADMINISTRATION 

(License  No.  01/01-0267] 

FIRST  NEW  ENGLAND  CAPITAL  CORP. 

Notice  of  Application  for  License  as 
Small  Business  Investment  Company 

Notice  is  hereby  given  concerning  the 
filing  of  an  application  with  the  Small 
Business  Administration  (SBA)  pursu¬ 
ant  to  §  107.102  of  the  regulations  gov¬ 
erning  small  business  investment  com¬ 
panies  (13  CFR  107.102  (1971))  imder 
the  name  of  First  New  England  Capital 
Corp.,  Beach  Drive,  New  Fairfield,  Conn, 
06810,  for  a  license  to  operate  in  the 
State  of  Connecticut  as  a  small  business 
investment  company  under  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Small  Business  Investment 
Act  of  1958  (Act),  as  amended  (15  U.S.C. 
661  et  seq.). 

The  proposed  officers,  directors,  and 
principal  stockholders  are: 


William  F..  Klein,  Jr., 
IJeach  Dr.,  New  Fair- 
field.  Conn.  06810. 

Erica  Klein,  Ileach  Dr., 
New  Fairiield,  Conn. 
06810. 

Roller!  W.  Stauffer,  424 
South  Ave.,  New  Canaa 
Conn. 


President  and  75  percent, 
director. 

Secretary,  None, 

treasurer. 

Director . Under  5 

percent. 


The  company  will  begin  operations 
with  an  initial  capitalization  of  $300,000. 
No  concentration  in  any  particular  in¬ 
dustry  is  planned.  The  applicant  intends 
to  make  investments  in  small  business 
concerns,  with  growth  potential,  located 
primarily  within  the  State  of  Con¬ 
necticut. 

Matters  involved  in  SBA’s  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  application  include  the  gen¬ 
eral  business  reputation  and  character 
of  the  proposed  owners  and  manage¬ 
ment,  and  the  probability  of  successful 
operations  of  the  new  company  under 
their  management,  including  adequate 
profitability  and  financial  soundness.  In 
accordance  with  the  Act  and  regulations. 
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Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  fifteen 
(15)  days  from  the  date  of  publication 
of  this  Notice,  submit  to  SBA,  in  writ¬ 
ing,  relevant  comments  on  the  proposed 
company.  Any  communication  should  be 
addressed  to:  Associate  Administrator 
for  Operations  and  Investment,  Small 
Business  Administration,  1441  L  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20416. 

A  copy  of  this  notice  shall  be  pub¬ 
lished  in  a  newspaper  of  general  circu¬ 
lation  in  New  Fairfield,  Conn. 

Dated:  June  26,  1972. 

Claude  Alexander, 
Associate  Administrator 
for  Operations  and  Investment. 

(FR  Doc.72-10153  FUed  7-3-72;8:46  am] 


(MESBIC  License  Application  No.  02-5293] 

HISPANIC  SMALL  BUSINESS 
INVESTMENT  CORP. 

Notice  of  Application  for  License  as 
Minority  Enterprise  Small  Business 
Investment  Company 

An  application  for  a  license  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  minority  enterprise  small  busi¬ 
ness  investment  company  (MESBIC) 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Small  Busi¬ 
ness  Investment  Act  of  1958,  as  amended 
(15  U.S.C.  661  et  seq.) ,  has  been  filed  by 
Hispanic  Small  Business  Investment 
Company  (applicant)  with  the  Small 
Business  Administration  (SBA)  pursu¬ 
ant  to  §  107.102  of  the  SBA  rules  and 
regulations  governing  small  business  in¬ 
vestment  companies  (13  CFR  107.102 
(1972)). 

The  officers  and  directors  of  the  appli¬ 
cant  are  as  follows: 

Felix  Andujar,  14  Avenue  A,  New  York,  NY 
10009,  President  and  Director. 

Erclllo  Batista,  13781  Shakespeare  Avenue, 
Apartment  1-B,  Bronx,  NY  10452,  Director, 
Louisa  Colon,  270  Wortman  Avenue,  Brook¬ 
lyn,  NY  11207,  Director, 

Robert  Raymond  Colon,  79  Amsterdam  Ave¬ 
nue,  Staten  Island,  NY  10314,  Executive 
Director  and  General  Manager. 

Pedro  Eduardo  Guerrero,  569  Brookslde 
Road,  New  Canaan,  CT  06840,  Vice  Presi¬ 
dent  and  Director. 

James  Horaclo,  930  West  Fourth  Street,  New 
York,  NY  10014,  Secretary  and  Director. 
Carlos  Linares,  31-38  79th  Street,  Jackson 
Heights.  NY  11372,  Director. 

Manuela  A.  Moreno,  279  Smith  Street,  Brook¬ 
lyn,  NY  11201,  Director. 

Ruben  Vllloch,  338  East  Second  Street,  Apart¬ 
ment  B,  New  York,  NY  10009,  Director. 

The  applicant,  a  New  York  corpora¬ 
tion,  with  its  principal  place  of  business 
located  at  500  Fifth  Avenue,  New  York, 
NY  10036,  will  begin  operations  with 
$180,000  of  paid-in  capital,  consisting 
of  36,000  shares  of  common  stock.  All 
of  the  issued  and  outstanding  stock  will 
be  owned  by  22  persons,  none  of  whom 
will  own  more  than  5  percent. 

Applicant  will  not  concentrate  its  in¬ 
vestments  in  any  particular  industry 
with  the  possible  exception  of  housing 
for  the  socially  or  economically  disad¬ 
vantaged.  According  to  the  company’s 
stated  investment  policy,  Its  investments 


4,  1972 


NOTICES 


13219 


will  be  made  solely  In  small  business  con¬ 
cerns  which  will  contribute  to  a  well- 
balanced  national  economy  by  facili¬ 
tating  ownership  in  such  concerns  by 
persons  whose  participation  in  the  free 
enterprise  system  is  hampered  because 
of  social  or  economic  disadvantages. 

Matters  involved  in  SBA’s  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  applicant  include  the  general 
business  reputation  and  character  of  the 
proposed  owner  and  management,  and 
the  probability  of  successful  operation 
of  the  applicant  irnder  their  manage¬ 
ment,  including  adequate  profitability 
and  financial  soundness,  in  accordance 
with  the  Small  Business  Investment  Act 
and  the  SBA  rules  and  regulations. 

Any  interested  person  may,  not  later 
than  15  days  from  the  date  of  publica¬ 
tion  of  this  notice;  submit  to  SBA,  in 
writing,  relevant  comments  on  the  pro¬ 
posed  MESBIC.  Any  such  communica¬ 
tion  should  be  addressed  to  the  Associate 
Administrator  for  Operations  and  In¬ 
vestment,  Small  Business  Administra¬ 
tion,  1441  L  Street  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20416. 

A  copy  of  this  notice  shall  be  published 
in  a  newspaper  of  general  circulation  in 
New  York  City. 

Dated:  June  27, 1972. 

Claude  Alexander, 
Associate  Administrator  for 
Operations  and  Investment. 

IPR  £)oc.7a-10164  Plied  7-6-72:8:46  am] 


(License  No.  05/15-6025] 

POOLED  RESOURCES  INVESTING  IN 
MINORITY  ENTERPRISES,  INC. 

Application  for  Approval  of  Conflict 
of  Interest  Transactions 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  Pooled  Re¬ 
sources  Investing  in  Minority  Enter¬ 
prises,  Inc.  (PRIME),  2990  West  Grand 
Boulevard,  Suite  M-15,  Detroit,  MI  48202, 
a  minority  enterprise  small  business  in¬ 
vestment  company  (MESBIC)  licensed 
by  the  Small  Business  Administration 
(SBA)  imder  the  Small  Business  Invest¬ 
ment  Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (the  Act) , 
has  filed  an  application  with  SBA  pursu¬ 
ant  to  section  312  of  the  Act  and 
§  107.1004  of  the  SBA  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  governing  small  business  invest¬ 
ment  companies  (13  CFR  107.1004 
(1972) ) ,  for  approval  of  a  conflict  of  in¬ 
terest  transaction  falling  within  the 
scope  of  the  foregoing  sections  of  the  Act 
and  regulations. 

Subject  to  such  approval,  PRIME  pro¬ 
poses  to  Invest  in  Global  Gourmet,  a  meat 
processing  concern  located  at  15501 
Woodrow  Wilson,  Detroit,  MI  48238  and 
controlled  by  Inner  Chty  Business  Im¬ 
provement  Ponun,  Inc.  (ICBIP) ,  a  Mich¬ 
igan  nonproflt  corporation  organized  by 
a  niunber  of  minority  leaders  in  Detooit, 
Mich.  ICBIP  is  committed  to  the  develop¬ 
ment  and  implementation  of  a  program 
of  comprehensive,  economic  development 
for  Detroit’s  minority  community.  The 
PRIME  financing  will  be  in  the  form  of 
convertible  debentures  in  the  principal 
amount  of  $100,000  and  will  represent 


James  M.  Pierce.  1947  Lausdale  Drive,  Char¬ 
lotte.  NC  28205,  Director. 

Charles  O.  Prejean,  1546  Rogers  Aveniie  SW, 
Atlanta,  QA  30310,  Director. 

Edward  C.  Sylvester,  1326  -Massachusetts 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20005, 
Director. 

Oanze  L.  Twltty,  Route  No.  2.  Box  48,  Heath 
Springs,  SC  29058.  Director. 


less  than  25  percent  of  the  total  funds 
needed  by  the  small  business  concern 
and  being  obtained  from  other  sources, 
including  a  bank  loan  in  the  principal 
amount  of  $300,000,  of  which  90  percent 
is  being  guaranteed  by  SBA. 

The  proposed  investment  comes  within 
the  purview  of  S  107.1004  of  the  regula¬ 
tions  because  Messrs.  Walter  C.  Douglas, 
chairman  of  the  board  and  John  J.  Bing¬ 
ham,  a  member  of  the  board  of  directors 
of  PRIME,  are  also  directors  of  ICBIJ*'. 
However,  neither  is  a  stockholder  of 
PRIME  or  of  ICBIP,  or  of  the  small  busi¬ 
ness  concern. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  15  days 
from  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
notice,  submit  to  SBA,  in  writing,  rele¬ 
vant  comments  on  the  proposed  transac¬ 
tions.  Any  such  communication  should 
be  addressed  to  the  Associate  Adminis¬ 
trator  for  Operations  and  Investment. 
Small  Business  Administration,  1441  L 
Street  NW..  Washington,  DC  20416.  After 
expiration  of  the  15  days.  SBA  may  dis¬ 
pose  of  this  application  on  the  basis  of 
the  information  contained  in  the  appli¬ 
cation,  the  comments  (if  any)  which  are 
received,  and  other  relevant  data. 

Dated:  June  23, 1972. 

Claude  Alexander, 
Associate  Administrator 
for  Operations  and  Investment. 

(PR  Doc.72-10156  PUed  7-3-72;8:46  am] 


(MESBIC  Application  No.  06/10-5157] 

SCOF  INVESTMENT  CORP. 

NoHce  of  Application  for  a  License  as 
a  Minority  Enterprise  Small  Business 
Investment  Company 

An  application  for  a  license  to  operate 
as  a  minority  enterprise  small  business 
investment  company  (MESBIC)  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Small  Business  In¬ 
vestment  Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (15 
U.S.C.  661  et  seq.),  has  been  filed  by 
SCn^F  Investment  (Corporation  (appli¬ 
cant)  with  the  Small  Business  Adminis¬ 
tration  (SBA)  pursuant  to  §  107.102  of 
the  SBA  rules  and  regulations  governing 
small  business  investment  companies  (13 
CFR  107.102  (1972)). 

The  oflicers  and  directors  of  the  aiH>li- 
cant  are  as  follows: 

Albert  J.  McKnlght.  204  Gauthier  Road,  Poet 
Office  Box  3005,  Lafayette,  LA  70501, 
President. 

Martial  M.  Mlrabeau,  154  Noah  Street, 
Lafayette.  LA  70501,  Vice  President. 

Joshua  J.  Pitre,  731  Ncnth  Lombard,  Ope¬ 
lousas,  LA  70670,  Secretary-Treasurer. 
Morris  J.  Barnes,  Poet  Office  Box  82,  Palmetto, 
LA  71358.  Director. 

Lewis  Black,  20  Washington  Street,  Greens¬ 
boro,  AL  36477,  Dlrect<M'. 

Lula  C.  Dorsey,  Post  Office  Box  716,  Shelby, 
MS  38774.  Director. 

Huey  T.  Fontenot,  Post  Office  Box  38,  Pal¬ 
metto,  LA  71358,  Director. 

Joseph  L.  Hansknecht,  18255  Fairfield, 
Detroit,  MI  48221,  Director. 

WUllam  H.  Harrison,  124  Knollwood  Boule¬ 
vard,  Montgomery,  AL  36109,  Director. 
Jacques  J.  Kozub,  5328  Saratoga  Avenue. 
Chevy  Chase,  MD  20015,  Director. 


The  applicant,  a  Louisiana  corporation 
with  its  principal  place  of  business  lo¬ 
cated  at  204  Gauthier  Road,  Lafayette, 
LA  70501,  will  begin  operations  with 
$150,000  of  paid-in  capital,  consisting  of 
15,000  shares  of  common  stock.  All  of 
the  issued  and  outstanding  stock  will 
be  owned  by  Southern  Cooperative  De¬ 
velopment  Fund,  Inc.,  with  a  place  of 
business  located  at  204  Gauthier  Road, 
Post  Office  Box  3005,  Lafayette,  LA 
70501. 

Applicant  will  not  concentrate  its  in¬ 
vestments  in  any  particular  industry.  Ac¬ 
cording  to  the  company’s  stated  invest¬ 
ment  policy,  its  investments  will  be  made 
solely  in  small  business  concerns  which 
w'ill  contribute  to  a  well-balanced  na¬ 
tional  economy  by  facilitating  owner¬ 
ship  in  such  concerns  by  persons  whose 
participation  in  the  free  enterprise  sys¬ 
tem  is  hampered  because  of  social  or 
economic  disadvantages. 

Matters  involved  in  SBA’s  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  tq>plicant  include  the  gen¬ 
eral  business  reputation  and  character  of 
the  proposed  owner  and  management, 
and  the  probability  of  successful  opera¬ 
tion  of  the  applicant  under  their  man¬ 
agement,  including  adequate  profltability 
and  financial  soundness,  in  accordance 
with  the  Small  Business  Investment  Act 
and  the  SBA  rules  and  regulations. 

Any  interested  person  may,  not  later 
than  15  days  from  the  date  of  publica- 
ti(m  of  this  notice,  submit  to  SBA,  in 
writing,  relevant  comments  on  the  pro¬ 
posed  MESBIC.  Any  such  communica¬ 
tion  should  be  addressed  to  the  Asso¬ 
ciate  Administrator  for  Operations  and 
Investment,  Small  Business  Administra¬ 
tion.  1441  L  Street  NW.,  Washington. 
DC  20416. 

A  copy  of  this  notice  shall  be  pub¬ 
lished  in  a  newspaper  of  general  circula¬ 
tion  in  Lafayette.  La. 


Dated:  June  27,  1972. 

Claude  Alexander, 
Associate  Administrator 
for  Operations  and  Investment. 
(FR  Doc.72-10156  FUed  7-3-72:8:46  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

(Secretary  of  Labor’s  Order  20-72] 

ACTING  SECRETARY  OF  LABOR 
Order  of  Succession  of  Officers 
1.  Purpose.  To  provide  for  the  order 
of  succession  of  officers  to  act  as  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Labor  in  case  of  the  absence, 
sickness,  resignation,  or  death  of  both 
the  Secretary  of  Labor  and  the  Under 
Secretary. 
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2.  Order  of  succession.  In  case  of  the 
absence,  sickness,  resignation  or  death 
of  both  the  Secretary  of  Labor  and  the 
Under  Secretary  of  Labor  the  duties  of 
the  OfBce  of  the  Secretary  of  Labor  shall 
be  performed  by  those  Assistant  Secre¬ 
taries  appointed  by  the  President,  and 
the  Solicitor  of  Labor,  when  present  for 
duty  at  the  seat  of  the  Government,  in 

'  the  order  of  the  respective  dates  of  their 
commissions,  or  in  the  event  that  two  or 
more  of  their  commissions  bear  the  same 
date,  in  the  order  in  which  they  shall 
have  taken  their  oath  of  oCBce. 

3.  Delegation  of  authority.  The  in¬ 
dividual  assuming  the  duties  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Labor  pursuant  to  paragraph 
2  above  shall  use  the  title  Acting  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Labor,  and  have  the  fiill  powers 
of  the  OCBce  of  the  Secretary  of  Labor. 

4.  National  emergency.  During  periods 
of  national  emergency  declared  by  the 
President,  the  order  of  succession  set 
forth  above  will  govern.  In  the  event  of 
complete  disruption  of  authority  at  the 
seat  of  government,  responsibility  shall 
be  delegated  in  the  following  sequence 
to  Regional  Directors  located  in:  Phila- 
dephia,  Dallas,  Denver,  Seattle,  Atlanta, 
Boston,  Chicago.  San  Francisco,  Kansas 
City,  and  New  York.  This  conforms  to 
the  Federal  standard  of  emergency  suc¬ 
cession  established  by  the  OCBce  of 
Emergency  Preparedness.  A&O’s  will  es¬ 
tablish  a  similar  line  of  succession  within 
their  own  organization  to  assme 
continuity. 

5.  Authority  and  directive  affected. 
a.  This  order  is  issued  pin^uant  to  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  10513  of  January  19,  1954 
(19  F.R.  369)  and  Executive  Order  11490 
of  October  28. 1969  (34  P.R.  17567) . 

b.  Secretary’s  Orders  Nos.  21-69  and 
13-67  are  canceled. 

6.  Effective  date.  This  order  is  effec¬ 
tive  immediately. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  12th 
day  of  Jime  1972. 

J.  D.  Hodgson, 

Secretary  of  Labor. 

[FR  Doc.72-10149  Piled  7-3-72:8:46  am] 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

(Notice  12] 


No.  MC-C-7327,  John  L.  Mason,  Jr.,  Johnny 
Mason,  Johnny  Mason,  doing  business  as 
Mason  Trucking,  Carroll  Truck  Lines,  Inc. 
John  L.  Mason,  Sr.  and  John  L.  Mason,  Sr., 
doing  business  as  West  Oin  Co. — ^Investi¬ 
gation  of  Operations  and  practices  assigned 
hearing  July  13.  1972,  MC  106398  Sub  571, 
National  Trailer  Convoy,  Inc.,  assigned 
hearing  July  10,  1972,  MC  106644  SvOi  130, 
Superior  Trucking  Co.,  Inc.,  assigned  hear¬ 
ing  July  12,  1972,  MC  109397  Sub  263,  TRI- 
State  Motor  Transit  Co.,  assigned  hearing 
July  12.  1972,  MC  113861  Sub  51,  Wooten 
Transports,  Inc.,  Extentlon,  assigned  bear¬ 
ing  July  11.  1972,  MC  119700  Sub  17.  Steel 
Haulers,  Inc.  assigned  bearing  July  10, 
1972,  in  Room  914  Federal  Building.  167 
North  Main  Street,  Memphis,  TN. 

MC  125996  Sub  26,  Road  Runner  Trucking. 
Inc.,  MC  125996  Sub  27,  Road  Runner 
Trucking,  Inc.,  now  being  assigned  hearing 
July  20, 1972,  at  Omaha,  Nebr.,  In  a  bearing 
room  to  be  later  designated. 

MC-F-11290,  Gordons  Transports,  Inc. — 
Purchase — J.  B.  Reed  Motor  Express,  Inc., 
and  MC  88913  Sub  3,  J.  B.  Reed  Motor  Ex¬ 
press,  Inc.,  now  assigned  June  19,  1972,  at 
Chicago,  HI.,  is  canceled  and  the  applica¬ 
tions  are  dismissed. 

MC  136320,  Orlffln  Block  and  Sand  Co.,  now 
assigned  hearing  July  24,  1972,  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  is  postponed  indefinitely. 

WMC  15859  Sub  7,  The  Hlne  Une.  MC  123639 
Sub  144,  J.  B.  Montgomery,  Inc.,  now  as¬ 
signed  July  20.  1972,  at  Omaha,  Nebr.,  is 
postponed  to  July  31,  1972,  at  Omaha, 
Nebr.,  in  a  hearing  room  to  be  later 
designated. 

MC-F-11200,  The  Mason  and  Dixon  Lines, 
Inc. — ^Purchase — Econ,  Inc.,  and  MC  59583 
Sub  131,  The  Mason  and  Dixon  Lines,  Inc., 
now  being  assigned  bearing  July  24,  1972, 
at  Chicago  HI.,  in  a  bearing  room  to  be 
later  designated. 

MC  135960,  Jacob  Sackett,  doing  business  as 
Fleetwood  Ski  ft  ^>orts  Club,  now  being 
assigned  hearing  July  27,  1972,  at  Chicago, 
Ill.,  in  a  hearing  room  to  be  later  desig¬ 
nated. 

MC  136380,  Southern  Cartage,  Inc.,  now  as¬ 
signed  July  25,  1972,  at  Nashville,  Tenn., 
hearing  canceled,  transferred  to  modified 
procedure. 

MC-C-7795,  Eagle  Motor  Lines,  Inc. — ^In¬ 
vestigation  and  Revocation  of  Certificates, 
now  assigned  July  24, 1972,  at  Birmingham, 
Ala.,  will  be  held  in  Room  224,  Old  U.S. 
Post  Office  and  Federal  Building,  1800  Fifth 
Avenue.  North. 

MC  4405  Sub  488,  Dealers  Transit,  Inc.,  now 
assigned  July  10.  1972  (2  days).  MC  115691 
Sub  21.  Murphy  Tran^>ortatlon,  Inc.,  MC 
127834  Sub  66,  Cherokee  Hauling  ft  Rig^ng, 
Inc.,  now  assigned  July  12,  1972  (3  days), 
at  Birmingham,  Ala.,  will  held  in  Room 
224,  CMd  tT.S.  Poet  Office  and  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  1800  Fifth  Avenue,  North,  Birmingham, 
AL. 


made  to  publish  notices  of  cancellation 
of  hearings  as  promptly  as  possible,  but 
interested  parties  should  take  aiH>roprlate 
steps  to  insure  that  they  are  notified  of 
cancellation  or  postponem^ts  of  hea**- 
ings  in  which  they  are  interested. 

MC  76032  Sub  292,  Navajo  Freight  Lines,  Inc., 
now  being  assigned  bearing  July  14,  1972, 
in  Room  1612, 1520  Market  Street,  St.  Louis, 
MO  (1  day). 

MC  135784,  Oabe  D.  Anderson,  Jr.,  doing 
business  as  Barge  Truck  Transport,  now 
assigned  July  17,  1972,  at  Dallas,  Tex.,  is 
canceled  and  iq>pllcatlon  dismissed. 

I  ft  S  No.  M-25724  Sub  1  and  2,  Restructured 
Rates  and  Charges,  Central  States  Terri¬ 
tory,  now  assigned  July  10,  1972,  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  hearing  is  canceled. 

I  ft  S  8741  Sub  1,  Deciduous  Faults,  Trans¬ 
continental,  I  ft  S  8471  Sub  2,  Deciduoxis 
Fruits,  Transcontinental  Territory,  now 
being  assigned  hearing  October  2,  1972,  at 
San  Francisco,  Calif.,  in  a  hearing  room 
to  be  later  designated. 

MC-C  7797,  Coleman  Transfer  ft  Storage. 
Inc. — Investigation  of  Operations  and 
Practices,  now  being  assigned  hearing  Au- 
gvist  17.  1972,  MC  107496  Sub  837,  Ruan 
Transport  Corp.,  now  being  assigned  hear¬ 
ing  August  23,  1972,  MC  115826  Sub  238, 
W.  J.  Dlgby,  Inc.,  now  being  assigned  hear¬ 
ing  August  18,  1972,  MC  136168,  WUson 
Certified  Express,  Inc.,  now  being  assigned 
hearing  August  22,  1972,  MC  136308, 
Holmes  Freight  Lines,  Inc.,  now  being  as¬ 
signed  hearing  Augvist  21,  1972,  at  Omaha. 
Nebr.,  in  hearing  rooms  to  be  later 
designated. 

MC  114273  Sub  110,  Cedar  Rapids  Steel 
Transportation,  Inc.,  now  assigned  Aug¬ 
ust  1,  1972,  at  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  hearing  is 
postponed  Indefinitely. 

MC:-C-7724,  Monkem  Co.,  Inc. — Investigation 
and  Revocation  of  Certificates — now  being 
assigned  hearing  July  31,  1972  (2  days), 
in  Room  114,  601  East  12th  Street,  Kansas 
City,  MO. 

MC  115841  Sub  411,  Colonial  Refrigerated 
Transportation,  Inc.,  MC-117883  Sub  159, 
Subler  Transfer,  Inc.  now  assigned  July  17, 
1972,  at  Chicago,  111.,  is  postponed  indefi¬ 
nitely. 

I  ft  S  No.  8730,  Freight  All  Kinds,  between 
Cincinnati,  Ohio  and  South,  now  assigned 
July  25,  1972,  at  Washington,  D.C.,  hear¬ 
ing  postponed  to  September  25,  1972,  in 
the  Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 

MC  56679  Sub  66,  Brown  Transpm^  Corp., 
now  being  assigned  hearing  July  31,  1972 
(1  week),  in  Room  305,  1252  West  Peach¬ 
tree  Street  NW.,  Atlanta.  Oa. 

[SEAL]  Joseph  M.  Harrington, 

Acting  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.72-10214  Filed  7-3-72:8:51  am] 


[Notice  91] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY  APPLICATIONS^ 

June  28,  1972. 

ITie  following  are  notices  of  filing  of 
applications  for  temporary  authority 
under  section  2 10a  (a)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  provided  for  under  the 
new  rules  of  Ex  Parte  No.  MC-67  (49 


1  Except  as  otherwise  specifically  noted, 
each  applicant  states  that  there  will  be  no 
significant  effect  on  the  quality  of  the  hiunan 
environment  resulting  from  approval  of  its 
application. 


ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 

June  14. 1972. 

Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  postpone¬ 
ment,  cancellation,  or  oral  argument  ap¬ 
pear  below  and  will  be  published  only 
once.  This  list  contains  prospective  as¬ 
signments  only  and  does  not  include  cases 
previously  assigned  hearing  dates.  The 
hearings  will  be  on  the  issues  as  presently 
reflected  in  the  Official  Docket  of  the 
Commission.  An  attempt  will  be  made  to 
publish  notices  of  cancellation  of  hear¬ 
ing's  as  promptly  as  possible,  but  inter¬ 
ested  parties  should  take  appropriate 
steps  to  insure  that  they  are  noUfled  of 
cancellation  or  pxistpKinements  of  hear¬ 
ings  in  which  they  are  interested. 


[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald^ 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.72-10239  FUed  7-3-72:8:51  am] 


(Notico  22] 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 

June  29,  1972. 

Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  postpone¬ 
ment,  cancellation,  or  oral  argument  ap¬ 
pear  below  and  will  be  published  oi^ 
once.  This  list  contains  prospective  as¬ 
signments  only  and  does  not  include 
cases  previously  assigned  hearing  dates. 
T^e  hearings  will  be  on  the  issues  as 
presently  reflected  in  the  Official  Docket 
of  the  Commission.  An  attempt  will  be 
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CPR  Part  1131)  published  In  the  Federal 
Register,  issue  of  April  27,  1965,  effec¬ 
tive  July  1, 1965.  These  rules  provide  that 
protests  to  the  granting  of  an  applica¬ 
tion  must  be  filed  with  the  field  official 
named  in  the  Federal  Register  publica¬ 
tion,  within  15  calendar  days  after  the 
date  of  notice  of  the  filing  of  the  appli¬ 
cation  is  published  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter.  One  copy  of  such  protests  must  be 
served  on  the  applicant,  or  its  authorized 
representative,  if  any,  and  the  protests 
must  certify  that  such  service  has  been 
made.  The  protests  must  be  specific  as  to 
the  service  which  such  protestant  can 
and  will  offer,  and  must  consist  of  a 
signed  original  and  six  (6)  cc^ies. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  on  file,  and 
can  be  examined  at  the  Office  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  also  in  field 
office  to  which  protests  are  to  be  trans¬ 
mitted. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

No.  MC  40025  (Sub-No.  6TA),  filed 
June  13, 1972.  Applicant:  DUST  MOTOR 
SERVICE  OP  INDIANA,  INC.,  Riley  and 
Dickie  Roads,  East  Chicago,  Ind.  46312. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Donald  W. 
Smith,  900  Circle  Tower,  Indianapolis, 
IN  46204.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  rnoto-  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  tranporting:  Iron  and 
steel  articles  from  the  plantsite  of 
Youngstown  Sheet  &  Tube  Co.  at  East 
Chicago,  Ind.,  to  Marengo,  HI.,  for  180 
days  Supporting  shipper:  Youngstown 
Sheet  and  Tube  Co.,  East  Chicago,  Ind. 
46312.  Send  protests  to:  District  Super¬ 
visor  J.  H.  Gray,  Bureau  of  Operations, 
Interstate  Ccnnmerce  Commission,  345 
West  Wayne  Street,  Room  204,  Port 
Wayne,  IN  46802. 

No.  MC  100623  (Sub-No.  33  TA)  (Cor¬ 
rection),  filed  May  12,  1972,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  issue  of  May  27, 
1972,  corrected  and  republished  in  part 
as  corrected  this  issue.  Applicant: 
HOURLY  MESSENGERS,  INC.,  doing 
business  as  H.  M.  PACKAGE  DELIVERY 
SERVICE,  20th  and  Indiana  Avenue, 
Philadelphia,  PA  19132.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Fred  Tomkowicz  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  above).  Note:  ’The  purpose  of 
this  partial  republication  is  to  include 
Chester  County,  Pa.,  as  a  destination 
point,  which  was  Inadvertently  omitted 
in  previous  publication.  The  rest  of  the 
application  remains  the  same. 

No.  MC  106674  (Sub-No.  95TA),  filed 
June  14,  1972.  Applicant:  SCHHU 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  Post  Office  Box 
(451)  122,  Delphi,  IN  46923.  Applicant’s 
representative:  'Thomas  R.  Schllli, 
Schllll  Motor  Lines,  Inc.  (address  same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Cabinets,  moldings,  beams,  counter  tops 
and  decor  wood  pieces,  from  Elkhart, 
Ind.,  to  Lincoln,  Kansas,  and  Lake 
Worth,  Fla.,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Woodlawn  Products  Corp.,  1710 
North  Adams  Street,  Elkhart,  Ind.  46514. 
Send  protests  to:  District  Supervisor  J. 
H.  Gray,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Inter¬ 


state  Commerce  Commission,  345  West 
Wayne  Street,  Room  204,  Fort  Wayne, 
IN  46802. 

No.  MC  113865  (Sub-No.  16TA),  filed 
June  9,  1972.  AM>licant:  STAUFFER 
’TRUCK  SERVICE.  INC.,  Rural  Route 
No.  1,  ’Taylor,  MO  63471.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Robert  Lawley,  Reisch 
Building.  Springfield,  HI.  62701.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Drg  animal  and 
poultry  feed,  in  bulk,  from  Quincy,  HI., 
to  points  in  Alabama  for  the  accoimt  of 
Moorman  Manufacturing  Co.,  Quincy, 
HI.,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shiver: 
Moorman  Manufacturing  Co.,  1000 
North  30th  Street,  Quincy,  IL  62301. 
Send  protests  to:  Vernon  V.  Coble,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  1100 
Federal  Office  Building.  911  Walnut 
Street,  Kansas  City,  MO  64106. 

No.  MC  114533  (Sub-No.  255  TA),  filed 
June  13,  1972.  Applicant:  BANKERS 
DISPATCH  CORPORA’TION,  4970 
South  Archer  Avenue,  Chicago,  IL  60632. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Stanley  Ko- 
mosa  (same  address  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (A)  Audit  media 
and  other  business  records;  (B)  exposed 
and  processed  film  and  prints,  compli¬ 
mentary  replacement  film  and  inciden¬ 
tal  dealer  handling  supplies  (except  mo¬ 
tion  picture  films  and  materials  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in  connection  with  commer¬ 
cial  and  television  motion  pictures),  be¬ 
tween  Elgin,  HI.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Indiana.  Iowa, 
Michigan.  Missouri,  Ohio,  and  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
Crest  Photo  Lab,  955  Jewel  Road.  Elgin, 
IL  60120.  Send  protests  to:  District  Su¬ 
pervisor  Robert  G.  Anderson,  Bureau 
of  Operations,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Everett  McKinley  Dirksen 
Building,  Room  1086,  219  South  Dear¬ 
born  Street,  Chicago,  IL  60604. 

No.  MC  114917  (Sub-No.  5TA),  filed 
June  13,  1972.  Applicant:  DART 

TRANSPORTATION  SERVICE,  1430 
South  Eastman  Avenue,  Post  Office  Box 
23035,  Los  Angeles,  CA  90023.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Ernest  D.  Salm, 
3846  Evans  Street,  Los  Angeles.  CA 
90027.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Such 
merchandise  as  is  dealt  in  by  mail-order 
and  chain  retail  department  business 
houses,  from  points  in  the  Los  Angeles 
and  Los  Angeles  Harbor  (California) 
commercial  zones,  to  Citrus  Heights, 
Calif.,  subject  to  the  restriction  set  forth 
in  the  attachment  hereto.  Restriction  to 
scope  of  proposed  authority:  ’The  oper¬ 
ations  pressed  herein  are  to  be  limited 
to  a  transportation  service  to  be  per¬ 
formed  under  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts,  with  Sears,  Roebuck  and  Co., 
for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Sears, 
Roebuck  and  Co.,  Post  Office  Box  3021, 
Terminal  Annex,  Los  Angeles,  CA  90021. 
Send  protest  to:  John  E.  Nance.  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of 


Operations,  Rocrni  7708  Federal  Building, 
300  North  Los  Angeles  Street,  Los 
Angeles,  CA  90012. 

No.  MC  117613  (Sub-No.  9  TA).  filed 
June  15,  1972.  Applicant:  E)ONALD  M. 
BOWMAN,  JR.,  Route  3.  Box  26,  15  East 
Oak  Ridge  Drive,  Residence:  5  North 
Williamsport  Clifton  Drive  21795,  Ha¬ 
gerstown,  MD  21740.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Charles  E.  Creager,  Suite  523, 
816  Easley  Street,  Silver  Spring,  MD 
20910.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Building 
materials  and  supplies,  and  materials 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture 
packaging  and  distribution  thereof  (ex¬ 
cept  commodities  in  bulk,  and  commodi¬ 
ties  which  because  of  size  or  weight 
require  the  use  of  special  equipment), 
from  Gibbsboro,  N.J.,  to  points  in 
Pennsylvania.  Maryland,  Delaware.  West 
Virginia,  Virginia,  Ohio,  and  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  for  180  days.  Support¬ 
ing  shipper:  C.  &  W.  H.  Corson,  Inc., 
Plymouth  Meeting,  Pa.  19462.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  Robert  D.  Caldwell.  District 
Supervip  ;  Bureau  of  Operations,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  12th  and 
Constitution  Avenue  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C,  20423. 

No.  MC  118561  (Sub-No.  17  TA).  filed 
June  7,  1972.  Applicant:  HERBERT  B. 
FULLER,  doing  business  as  FULLER 
’TRANSFER  COMPANY.  212  East  Street, 
Post  Office  Box  422,  Maryville,  ’TN  37801. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Harold  Selig- 
man.  Parkway  Towers,  Suite  1704,  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.  37219.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  in  interstate  or  foreign  conunerce, 
meat,  meat  products,  meat  byproducts, 
dairy  products  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouses,  as  described  in  sec¬ 
tions  A,  B,  and  C  of  appendix  I  to  the 
report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (ex¬ 
cept  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk) ,  for 
shipments  having  a  prior  movement  by 
rail  or  truck,  from  points  in  Blount 
County.  Tenn.,  to  points  in  Burke.  Polk, 
and  Rowan  Counties.  N.C.,  and  Abbeville, 
Anderson,  Greenville,  Greenwood, 
Laurens,  Spartanburg,  and  Union  Coun¬ 
ties,  S.C.,  and  Putnam  County,  Tenn., 
for  180  days.  Note:  Applicant  states  it 
does  intend  to  interline  with  other  car¬ 
riers  in  Blount  County,  Tenn.  Supporting 
shippers:  Wilson-Sinclair  Co.,  Pru¬ 
dential  Plaza.  Chicago,  HI.  60601;  ’The 
Rath  Packing  Co.,  Post  Office  Box  330, 
Waterloo,  Iowa  50704.  Send  protests  to: 
Joe  J.  Tate,  District  Supervisor,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Conunission,  Bureau  of 
Operations.  803, 1808  West  End  Building, 
Nashville,  Tenn.  37203. 

No.  MC  118922  (Sub-No.  7  TA)  (cor¬ 
rection),  filed  May  5.  1972,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  issue  of  May  24, 
1972,  corrected  and  republished  in  part 
as  corrected  this  issue.  Applicant:  CAR¬ 
TER  TRUCKING  CO..  INC.,  CHeveland 
Alley,  Locust  Grove,  Ga.  30248.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  William  Addams, 
Suite  527,  1776  Peachtree  Street  NW., 
Atlanta,  GA  30309.  Note:  The  purpose 
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of  this  partial  republication  Is  to  include 
the  following  destination  States  in  (1) 
(a)  above,  Texas,  Missouri,  Illinois,  West 
Virginia,  Pennsylvania,  New  Jersey,  Wis¬ 
consin,  Indiana,  and  Maryland,  which 
were  inadvertently  omitted  in  previous 
publication.  The  rest  of  the  application 
remains  the  same. 

No.  MC  128520  (Sub-No.  3  TA) ,  filed 
June  9,  1972.  Applicant:  THE  ROBIN¬ 
SON  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  3600 
Papermill  Road,  Post  Office  Box  4126, 
Knoxville,  TN  37921.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  C.  S.  Henninger,  Jr.  (same 
address  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Nitrogen  fertilizer  solutions  or  other 
liquid  fertilizer  solutions,  in  tank  vehi¬ 
cles,  from  Tyner,  Tenn.,  to  points  within 
the  State  of  Kentucky,  for  180  days.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  Farmers  Chemical  Asso- 
cation,  Inc.,  Chattanooga,  Tenn.  Send 
protests  to:  Joe  J.  Tate,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  803,  1808  West 
End  Building,  Nashville,  Tenn.  37203. 

No.  MC  133146  (Sub-No.  6  TA),  filed 
June  14,  1972.  Applicant:  INTERNA- 
nONAL  TRANSPORTATION  SERV¬ 
ICE,  INC.,  3092  Piedmont  Road  NE., 
Atlanta,  GA  30305.  AppUcant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Guy  H.  Postell,  Suite  713,  3384 
Peachtree  Road  NE.,  Atlanta,  GA  30326. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Food,  food  products 
and  food  byproducts,  including  bone  and 
feather  meals,  tallow,  animal  fats,  short¬ 
ening  and  margarine:  and  meat  and 
meat  products,  from  Chicago,  Ill.;  Bir¬ 
mingham  and  Leeds,  Ala.;  Greensboro, 
N.C.;  East  Rutherford,  NJ.;  Cheriton, 
Va.;  Queen  Anne,  Md.;  and  Hurlock,  Md., 
to  points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Con¬ 
necticut,  Delaware,  District  of  Coliunbia, 
Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kan¬ 
sas,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Maine,  Mary¬ 
land,  Massachusetts,  Michigan,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  Missouri,  New  Hampshire,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  Tennessee,  Texas,  Vermont,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  and  West  Virginia.,  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  or  contracts  with  B&B 
Packing  Co.,  Chicago,  HI.,  Lumberjack 
Meats,  Inc.,  Birmingham,  Ala.,  Carolina 
By-Products  Co.,  Inc.,  Greensboro,  N.C.; 
Sunnj’land  Refining  Co.,  Inc.,  Birming¬ 
ham,  Ala.;  Delsaco  Foods  Corp.,  East 
Rutherford,  N.J.;  G.  L.  Webster  Co.,  Inc., 
Cheriton,  Va.;  Fox  Foods,  Inc.,  Queen 
Anne,  Md.,  Hurlock  Pickliiig  Co.,  Inc., 
Hurlock,  Md.,  and  Kane-Miller  Corp., 
New  York,  N.Y.  Restriction:  Restrict^ 
against  the  transportation  of  commodi¬ 
ties  in  bulk  in  tank  vehicles,  for  180  days. 
Supported  by:  There  are  approximately 
eight  statements  of  support  attached  to 
the  application,  which  may  be  examined 
here  at  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission  in  Washington,  D.C.,  or  copies 
thereof  which  msiy  be  examined  at  the 
field  office  named  below.  Send  protests 
to:  William  L.  Scroggs,  District  Super¬ 


visor,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  1252  West  Peach¬ 
tree  Street  NW.,  Room  309,  Atlanta,  GA 
30309. 

No.  MC  134745  (Sub-No.  4  TA),  filed 
June  8,  1972.  Applicant:  E.  N.  CURTIS 
AND  C.  C.  CURTIS,  doing  business  as 
CURTIS  BROTHERS  TRUCKING 
COMPANY,  Route  6,  Box  221E,  Fal¬ 
mouth,  VA  22401.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Daniel  B.  Johnson,  Perpetual 
Building,  Washington,  D.C.,  20004.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Pallets  and  lumber, 
from  points  in  Carolina  County,  Va.,  to 
points  in  Maryland,  Delaware,  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
Connecticut,  and  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  W. 
H.  Simpson  &  Son,  Inc.,  Post  OflBce  Box 
5405,  Falmouth,  VA  22401.  Send  protests 
to:  Robert  D.  Caldwell,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commissicm,  12th  and  Con¬ 
stitution  Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20423. 

No.  MC  135613  (Sub-No.  2  TA).  filed 
June  8, 1972.  Applicant:  ALAN  D.  BIRKS, 
doing  business  as  AL  BIRKS’  BOAT 
HAULING,  3322  Northeast  162nd  Ave¬ 
nue,  Portland,  OR  97230.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Alan  D.  Birks  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Boats,  not  exceeding  40  feet  in 
length,  between  Portland,  Oreg.,  and 
Olympia,  Wash.,  for  180  days.  Support¬ 
ing  shippers:  Louis  H.  Riedel,  1820  North¬ 
east  Hogan  Drive,  Gresham,  OR;  Val  R. 
Miller.  505  Northeast  Bridgeton  Road, 
Portland,  OR;  Douglas  R.  Davis,  21040 
Southeast  C?lay  Court,  Gresham,  OR 
97030;  Zeldon  E.  Carpenter,  18304  North¬ 
east  Everett  Street,  Portland,  OR  97230; 
J.  E.  Rickards,  1901  Southeast  Minter 
Bridge  Road,  Hillsboro,  OR  97123;  Al¬ 
fred  Hilden,  3672  Southeast  Willow 
Street,  Hilldjoro,  OR  97123;  Roy  A.  Zom, 
3333  Northeast  Marine  Drive,  Portland, 
OR  97211;  Lee  Ross.  Post  Office  Box  007, 
Forest  Grove,  OR.  Send  protests  to: 
District  Supervisor  W.  J.  Huetig,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  450  Multnomah  Building,  319 
Southwest  Pine  Street,  Portland,  OR 
97204. 

No.  MC  136731  TA  (Correction),  filed 
May  26,  1972,  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  issue  of  June  15, 1972,  corrected 
and  republished  as  corrected  this  issue. 
AppUcant:  K.  B.  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  2185  Wall  Avenue,  Ogden,  UT 
84401.  Applicant’s  representative:  F. 
Robert  Reeder,  520  Kearns  Building,  Salt 
Lake  City,  Utah  84101.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Petroleum  and  petroleum  prod¬ 
ucts  except  road  oil  and  asphalt,  to¬ 
gether  with  tires,  batteries,  and  automo¬ 
tive  accessories  when  moving  on  the 
same  vehicle  to  the  same  consignees  with 


the  transportation  of  rejected  shipments 
and  empty  containers  on  return  move¬ 
ment.  from  points  in  Salt  Lake,  Davis, 
and  Weber  Counties,  Utah,  to  points  in 
Utah,  and  Cassia  and  Power  Counties, 
Idaho,  and  Teton,  Uinta,  and  Lincoln 
Counties,  Wyo.,  under  a  continuing  cgn- 
tract  with  Kellerstrass  Bros.,  Inc.,  for 
180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Keller¬ 
strass  Bros.,  Inc.,  2185  Wall  Avenue,  Post 
Office  Box  1067,  Ogden,  UT  84401  (Ken¬ 
dall  K.  Kellerstrass,  President) .  Send 
protests  to:  John  T.  Vaughan,  District 
Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  5239  Fed¬ 
eral  Building,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84111. 
Note:  The  purpose  of  this  republication 
is  to  include  the  origin  points. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Passengers 

No.  MC  15364  (Sub-No.  14  TA).  filed 
June  14.  1972.  AppUcant:  WISCONSIN- 
MICHIGAN  COACHES.  INC.,  725  Smith 
Street,  Green  Bay,  WI  54302.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Rolfe  E.  Hanson,  121 
West  Doty  Street,  Madison.  WI  53703. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  rout^,  transporting:  Passengers 
and  their  baggage,  in  charter  operations, 
beginning  and.  ending  at  Mount  Pros¬ 
pect.  HI.,  and  extending  to  points  in 
Chippewa  County,  Wis.,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  passengers  who  are  ei¬ 
ther  Girl  Scouts,  Girl  Scout  leaders,  or 
advisers,  camp  counsellors  or  other  per¬ 
sonnel  working  at  or  employed  by  Girl 
Scouts  Camps,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Girl  Scout  Council  of  North¬ 
west  Cook  County,  Inc.,  444  Lee  Street, 
Des  Plaines,  IL  60016  (^genia  C.  Paris, 
Executive  Director).  Send  protests  to: 
District  Supervisor  JLyle  D.  Heifer,  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission.  Bureau 
of  Operations,  135  West  Wells  Street, 
Room  807,  Milwaukee,  WI  53203. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  M.  Harrington, 

Acting  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.72-10217  Piled  7-3-72;8;61  am) 


[Notice  86] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

June  29,  1972. 

Application  filed  for  temporary  au¬ 
thority  under  section  210a(b)  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  transfer  application  under  sec- 
tion  212(b)  and  Transfer  Rules,  49  Cm 
Part  1132: 

No.  MC-PC-72439.  By  application  filed 
June  27,  1972  FRONTIER  DISTRIBU¬ 
TION  LINE,  INC.,  1285  WiUiam  Street, 
Buffalo,  NY  14206,  seeks  temporary  au¬ 
thority  to  lease  the  operating  rights  of 
MURRAY’S  TRUCKING  SERVICE, 
INC.,  150  Myrtle  Avenue,  Buffalo,  NY 
14204  (U.S.  Treasury  Department,  In¬ 
ternal  Revenue  Service,  Successor-in- 
Interest).  The  transfer  to  FRONTIER 
DISTRIBUTION  LINE,  INC.,  of  the 
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operating  rights  of  MURRAY’S  TRUCK¬ 
ING  SERVICE,  INC.,  U.S.  Treasury  De¬ 
partment,  Internal  Revenue  Service, 
Successor-In-Interest,  is  presently  pend¬ 
ing. 

The  present  application  for  authority 
under  section  210a(b),  is  the  second  ap¬ 
plication  filed  by  applicants  for  such 
relief. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  M.  Harrington, 
Acting  Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.72-10216  Piled  7-3-72;8:51  am] 


NOTICES 

(Notice  8«-A] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

June  29, 1972. 

Application  filed  for  temporary  au¬ 
thority  imder  section  210a(b)  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  transfer  application  under  sec¬ 
tion  212(b)  and  Transfer  Rules,  49  CFR 
Part  1132: 

No.  MC-F-73822.  By  application  filed 
June  27,  1972,  POTTS  TRUCKING 


SERVICE,  INC.,  Post  Office  Box  113, 
Waynesville,  NC  28786,  seeks  temporary 
authority  to  lease  the  operating  rights 
of  POTTS  TRUCKING  COMPANY,  Bal¬ 
sam  Road,  Waynesville,  N.C.  28786,  under 
section  210a(b) .  The  transfer  to  POTTS 
TRUCKING  SERVICE,  INC.,  of  the  op¬ 
erating  rights  of  POTTS  TRUCKING 
COMPANY,  is  presently  pending. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  M.  Harrington, 

Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.72-10216  Piled  7-3-72;8;51  am] 
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Proposed  Rules: 

35—'. . - . . 13180 

925 _ 13108 

930 .  13109 

980 . 13109 

993. . 13110 

1701 . 13180 

9  CFR 

76 — . 13160 

10  CFR 

11  . -  13160 

12  CFR 

225 . 13084 

545 .  13164 

582 . 13166 

Proposed  Rules: 

207 .  13112 

220  . 13112 

221  . 13112 

545 .  13190 

582 .  13191 

14  CFR 

39 . 13084 

71 . 13085, 13168-13170 

95 . 13170 


14  CFR— Continued 

Proposed  Rules: 

61— _ 13189 

63 _ 13189 

65 _ 13189 

91 . 13189 

133 _ 13189 

137 . . . . —  13189 

141 _ 13189 


15  CFR 

1000 . 


13086, 13172 


16  CFR 

13 . .  13077, 13079-13081, 13173 

21  CFR 

121 _ _ _ 13174 

Proposed  Rules: 

8 . .  13181 

141a- . - . 13182 

146 . - . . . 13182 

146a . 13182 

149e . 13182 

24  CFR 

1700 . 13097 

1911 . 13098 

1914  . 13098 

1915  _  13099 

Proposed  Rules: 

203 . . 13185,  13186 

25  CFR 

221 . . . — . —  13174 

26  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

194 . 13100 

201 . 13100 

250  .  13100 

251  . 13100 

31  CFR 

210 . 13174 

226 _ 13174 


38  CFR  Page 

9 - 13091 

40  CFR 

180 -  13091 

41  CFR 

1-1 -  13092 

1-3 -  13092 

1-15 - 13094 

9-4 - 13175 

9-5 - 13176 

9-7 - 13176 

9-15 - 13176 

•9-51 - 13176 

9-53 - 13176 

101-39 -  13096 

42  CFR 

57 . 13176 

Proposed  Rules: 

51 . 13182 

43  CFR 

Public  Land  Orders: 

3835  (revoked  in  part  by  PLO 
5222) _ 13097 

5219  . 13096 

5220  _  13096 

5221— . — . .  13097 

5222  _  13097 

5223  . 13178 

45  CFR 

234 - 13179 

47  CFR 

73 . 13179 

49  CFR 

571 .  13097 

Proposed  Rules: 

574 . 13112 

50  CFR 


32  CFR  50  CFR 

809 - -  13175  28 .  13097 

935 .  13175  258 .  13179 
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